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delivered from previous orders, and selling muttiriel ;to the operat-
ing forces. The materiel ordered is generally delivered in the subse-
quent fiscal yeur ctue to the manufacturing leadtirnes. Funds to pay
for tl~e materiel ure generated hy the sales in thtit fiscul year.

])uri[tg fiscal year 1990, the Defense Department took action to
curtail one of these activities-ordering new materiel. SpecificaUy,
the Department constrained obligations to 70 percent of sales. This
action was taken in consideration of the expected reduction in
force size, making timaller in~entories possible.

The thnmittee strongly supports the Secretary in this manage-
ment. effort. in order to ermure continuation of thk effort, the C-om-
mittee directs that the Secretary of Defense limit defense stock
fund obligations in fiscal year 1991 to not more than 80 percent of
gross sales from such stock funds during that fiscal year, including
issues of Army and Air Force repairable. This limitation excludes
fuel, commieaary, and mbaist.ence items.’ The Secretary of Defense
n-my waive these limitations if a determination is made that addi-
tional purchases are required to support operatiouul requirement
in the interest of national security. The secretary of Defense must
notify the Senate and House of Representatives, Committees on
Appropriation and Armed St?rviceti within 15 days after such a de-
termination is made.

Reduction in inventories will result in an increase of $1,157,300
in stock fund cash, which will be available to transfer for other re-
quirement. The Committee re~ommends using this excess cash to
recapitalize the “Foreign currency, defense” account.

INVENTORY hlANAGEMENT

The Committee is greatly concerned about the major problems
identified by the General Accounting Office in the management of
spare~. Innumerable GAC) reports over the past yeur have detailed
problenm with management of these stocks, including excess pro
curemente, lack of knowledge about what parts are available in the
system, procurement of parta for systems which are being based

Kout, and flawed data bases: Identification of these robl~ms as re-
reulted in enhanced management attention in ail evels of the De-

partment. It is expected that this will result in reduced funding re-
quirements in fiscal year 1991 and future year-s aa those problems
are corrected. The Committee accordingly recomtnends reducing
funding for procurement of spare parts by 7.5 percent, a total re-
duction of $560,000,000.

PROPERTY DISPOSAL

The Senate-passed authorization bill includes a change in accred-
iting receipte from sale of excess ~tock fund secondary items. Cur-
rently the Department receives no direct credit for proceeds from

-1 sale of these items; any receipts must be de sited with the Treas-

1 rury. The direction to return receipts to t e defense stock futid
which declared the equipment to be excess will rovide incentive to

Eincrease sales, making additional cash availa le for transfer to
. other requirements. The Committee estimatea that $250,000,000
# will be collected during fiscal year 1991 as a result of the new di-
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rection. ‘1’he Committee recommends using this exces~ CUBIIto I“C
capitalize the “Foreign currency fluctuation, defense” accoulll. ~

COMMAND, CONTROI., ANO COhlhf UN1CAT10N8

The Committee recommends reducing the level of growth for l)e-
fenee communications efforts in accordance with the Senate-passed
authorization, In addition, recommendation denies excess growth in
Air Force programs such as: the National Emergency Airborne
Command post sudaining enbtineeting, engineering and inAalia-
tion, worldwide military command and control system ADP and in-
formation sys@m, national miIitary command center, and AFOC
headquarters operations. The total recommended rduction ie
$145,532,000.

CLAS91FIEIJ PROGRAMS

The Committee recommends a reduction of $76,502,000 from the
budget for classified programs. These programmatic adju~tments
are explained in a clwsified annex to this report.

STOCK FtJND OPERATIONS COST AhJtJtiTMENT

In order to show the true costs of spare parts consumed by the
operating command~, the Department included civilian personnel
costs k stock fund prices starting in fiscal year 1991. Directly re-
lated military personnel costar however, were omitted. The Depart-
ment also incorrectly included costs which were not direct iy rela t-
ed to stock fund operations, whiIe excluding other applicable costs,
The Committee recommmds reducing sefiice operation and main-
terwnce tippropriationti by total of $46,900,000 to reflect the correct
cost allocation. Othetting adjustment have been made to service
military personnel and stock fund accounta,

OVERSEAtJ WOItKL.OAD PROGRAM

‘1’he Committee recommends bill language making funds for the
Overseas Workload Program OWPJ available ta firma of any

\member nation of the North At antic Treaty Organization [NATO],
or of any major non-NATO ally, eligible to bid on any contract for
the maintenance, repair, or overhaul of equipment of the Depart-
ment of Defense. Such contracts are to be awarded under competi-
tive procedures. For purposes of this section, Israel is to be consid-
ered in the European theateiy iti firms shall be ent,itied to bid com-
petitively, und without discrimination, on the full range of con-
tructs available to other states qualifying under the ovemea~
Workload Program.

The Committee also directs that contracta awarded under the
OWP may be performed in the theater in which the equipment is
normally located or in the country in which the firm is located.
The Committee includes bill language directing the Secretary of
Defense to submit a report to Congress, no later than March 31,
1991, on the nature of the maintenance, repair, and overhaul work
of the Department of Defense performrxl under the overseas Work-
load Program.
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According to the Air Force, the OWP haa grown from $5,000,000
in fiscal year 1981 to $193,000,000 in fiscal year 1988, The C!ammit-
tee agre~w with the judgment of the Air Force L@stics C~mmand

b
AFLC] and the operating commands that the Ovemeas Workload
rograrn has im roved readiness and wstuinability. The timmit-

Etee encourages t e Department of Defense genertdly, and the Air
Force specifically ,

i
to expand the OWP to identify and develo new

1’specialized capa ilitiee m dkpot maintenance and repuir in srael.
The Committee expects the Department of Defense ta consider

the special depot maintenance capabilities found in Israel, with its
highly educated labor force and uni ue experience with United

!States combat systems. The re air an maintenance of F-15’s End
{the convemion of 400 United tabs F-4 aircraft to drones are two

areus where the Committee believes Is~ael may have a tewhnical
edge. The Secretary of Defense shall report to the Cotntnittee, no
later than March 31, 1991, on ita findings and timetable for imple-
mentation of the fwcal year 1991 overseas workload program.

SEARCH AND RESCUE SY8TEMS

The Nationaffiuard created the 210th Air Search and Rescue
Squadron of the Air National Guard in July 1990 to support DOD
and civilian aviation and maritime rescue requirements in Alaska.
The unique environmental conditions alon the Cook Inlet, AK
complicate the Bhared disaster rea nse an

(!%
i rescue operations of

the Air National Guard, the U.S. set (luard, the Federal Emer-
gency Man ement Agency, State, and local authorities.

%To res n to these uni ue requirements, the Committee directs
1? 1the Air ational Guard, t e U.S. Crest Guard, and F’EMA to con-

sult with Stxite and local authorities, and report h the House of
Representatives and Senate Committees on A ropriations on howfftorespond to the characteristics of the Cook n et. Specifically, the
Committee expects this report to evaluate the utility of hovercraft
to respond to both aviation and maritime accidents, and consider
the use of hovercratl. by Government and private organizations in
such missions. This re~rt should be provided not later than March
14, 1991.

FUNDED ENVIRONMENTAL AND MORALE LEAVE PROGRAM

The Funded Environmental and Morale I&ave [FEML] Program
provides an opportunist for military personnel tind their depend-

{m-its at remote and iso ated or hazardous duty locations to return
on leave durin their overseas assignment. Currently, personnel as.

!!signed to over O locatiorm worldwide qualify for FEML.
The extraordinary security measures imposed on U.S. military

personnel and their families stationed in the Philippines represent
a genuine hardship. These measures are appropriate, and the C!am-
mittee endorses the actions taken by the- commanding officers in
the Philippinea to ensure the safety of U.S. ~monnel.

I Recognizing the uncertain
t

over condition in the Phili pines,
\the Committee directs that t e Secretary of Defense add t e Re-

“,1 public of the Philippines to the FEML Program. Personnel sta-
tioned in the Philippines shall remain eligible for the FEML Pro-

I gram until 30 days atl.er the Secretary of Defenee has certified to
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the Iiouw ~nd Senak bnunittees on Appropriations thut tiecurity
conditions in the Phili pinea have improved sufficiently that exist-

!ing redrictions on U, . pemonnel and their dependents are can-
celed.

CURRENCY FLUCTUA’1’lUN

The Department of Defense incurs significant costs ovemeu~
which are affected by than es in currency exchange rates. The de-

~fense budget is developed ased on expected valuea of the dollar
relative h currencies in countries where the De artment under-

8takes major efforts, such as Germany and ,Japtin. ince submission
of the fwcal year 1991 budget, the dollar has experienced a reduc-
tion in value relative to the Ja anese yen and German mark, caue-

!in~ a shortfall in the budget or activities planned in these coun-
tries. The Committee recommends an increaae of $248,900,000 to
accommodate these increased costs.

CORPORATE INFORMATION MANAGEMENT

The corporak information maria ement [CIM] initiative is a con-
istructive effort undertaken by t e Department of Defense to

ensure the standardization, quality, and consistency of data from
DOD’s multiple administrative management information systems.
The initiative has three objectives: to Identify and implement man-
agement efflcienciee in EIupportof business areas throughout the in-
formation system life cycle; to eliminate duplication of efforts ill
the development of multiple information tiystems designed to meet
a Single fUXICtiOnal requirement; and to ensure information 8ybkI_OS

‘U!%e%
Iicy directions.

ffice of the Secretary of Defense [OSD] requested
$100,000,000 in fiscal year 1991 funding t.Qoperate, modernize, and
procure standard information systems under this initiative. Work-
ing groups have been convened to determine functional require-
ments for medical, cwdian payroll, Government-furnished equi p-
ment, financial operations, civilian personnel, materiel manage-
ment, and contract payment functions. At the same time, however,
the aeibiced and defense agencies’ fiscal year 1991 budget requesti
also contain $2,100,000,000 to develo new systems or modernize

1’current eystems. The Comrnit@e be ieves that continued invest-
ment by the services ad defense agencies in developing new sys-
tems or expanding existir,g systems must be carefully monitored as
the Department transitions to d..andardized information svstems.

The ‘Gmmittee strongly Hupporte the concept of the C“IM initiu-
t!ve, and reco

l!?
izes the value of standardized automated in forma-

tion sysbm~. owever, the Committee is frustrated with the limit-
ed progress of the working

$
oupa, end their failure to identify in-

tirim standard systems for e working grou areas.
J!The Committee is particularly concerned y the f~al year 1991

requeeta for automated logistics support systems, Durin ite review “
of the budget submission, the Committee identified % riding re-

ueats for 37 different automated 10 “ tics support s tams among
l-l Y rt e services.The Arm requestad $66,269,000 for 1 s@.ems; the

tNavy r uested $180,5 2,000 for 18 systems, and the Am Force re-
7qmted 126,983,000 for 9 eyatems. In addition, the Defense LxJgiFI-
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tics Agency requested $164,467,000 for development and moderniza-
tion of ita automated logistics support systems. While the Commit-
tee realizm that not all of these Bystems frill under the CIM initia-

..
I

tive, it is concerned that the Department has not canceled or
stopped development of any sys”km that is being considered as a
C!IM candidate.

In addition, the Committee does not believe the l.)epnr~ment has

I adequatxdy addreesed all aspecta of the CIM initiative. The Depart-
ment has identified $3,202,700,iM0 }n savings it expects to realizeI
through standardization and consolidation for the fiscal year 19Yl-
95 period. However, the Department haa not identified the antici-
pated investment costs aaaociated with the development of interim
standard systems, or the integration of existing systems to the in-
terim standard architecture.

The Committee is aware that the Department is considering con-
solidation of ADP functions as part of the continuing defense man-
agement review effort. The Committee strongly supports this con-
cept and would consider CIM an appropriate effort for central man-
agement under this organizational structure. The Comtnittee di-
rects the Departm-ent of Defense to study other organizational al-
ternatives for the CIM program oflice, (that is, services as execu-
tive agenta) and present a list of alternative arrangements with the
fiscal year 1992 budget submission.

, The committee also directi the services to mrbmit future budget
requ@s for CIM-related systems or new start programs throu-gh
the CIM coordinator, with the exception of those aeaociated with
computer-aided acquisition and logistics suppoyt [CAU3], which is
addressed further below.

In the text which follows, the Committee provide~ riescriptiorm of
specific pro~ammatic recommendations.

DOD-WIDE REDU(X[ON8

To aaaiet 0S13 in its efforte to develop standardized autbmated in-
formation eystems, section 8078 of this report appropriatea
$1,000,000,000 to the Secretary of Defense for the modernization
and expansion of automated data processing sytiterns. This recom-
mendation ‘m~~the $1,374,961,000 fiscal year !!991 o~ratioti

requested by the &v-ices and-defense

REDUCI’ION8 IN PROCUREMENT

The table below summarizes recommended reductions to service
and defense agency procurement funds requested for expanding or
modernizing automated data proceaaing systems which are related

I to the CIM initiative.
Further reductions to automated data proaxsaing programs, unre-

i Ia@d to the CIM initiative, are discussed in the other pr~u’mmenl
sections of the 8ervicea and defeme agencies.

. Ittm,

I

Army (P-1 line 110)
Army standard information eyetim ... ............................................ .,,..,,.,,.. ;-%
Financial management autiqation .............................................. ,

I

I

I

i

i

I
I
I

I

I
\

I
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AMC il~fol~nation procetwing equipment H,27J
—.-.—-

Sullt[)tQl .. . .. . . . . . ... ... . .. ..... ... .. . . .. . – 19,268- .—
Navy:

(F- 1 line 296).

9
“ormldam automation centam ........ ,.., . . . . 4,GI)1)

MI for air err "n&rhg@ntim ............................................................
Militmy Seali#4%oxIIrsnd A~P ............................................................ ~!;;;
Engineering data man~wwnt information rind control system . . – 16,459—.—.—-

Sut)total.. ................ .............. . ........................ ............................ – 28,395

(P-1 line 296):
Shxk point ADP replacement ................................. 1l,62!l
Inventory control int Hlicibtion .................................................

R“”
--14,Ei49

Nav standard tee rucal information system . .. ...........................
NAhMIS ...............................................................................................

--2,794
20,262

Central proceaain
Nuvy cwcupation~ hcmlth information marmgement tiy,tern.......... :;:!;;

and d&tribution .....................................................

Triaervice micropharnmcy and food service eynteme ............... .. .... -506

Subtotal,..., . . – 62,228

Air Force:
Requirement d~ta brink (P-1 line 136)....................................................... --2,946
Clinicrd and diagnostic system s..................................... . . -1,084
DMMIS (P-1 line 189)..................................................................................... .-37,000

subtotal ........................................................ ... . .,,,,...,, ,,,,,,.,,,,,, --41,030————-. ... .
Defense a encies:

-_—

t$ten ard automated materiel manogernent ~yatenl immediate irn.
provemont initiative ................................................................................... --14,000

(Maloging tool on.line .................................................................................... -6,600
Engimxring data management infcrrmotion and control ~ytitem........... --13,276

stlbtobl........................................................................................................ -33,776

ARMY REDU(X1ONS

Army standard in w-rnation s stern. -The Committee recon~-
6mends a @uctidt~&* TJlf3@000; t~e level of funding requested for

fwcal year 1991. Continued hardware upgrades for a system which
will be recoin eted in fiscal year 1992 is not an appropriate use of
AIIP funds. I-fowever, the Committee commends the Army’s drate-

Y
for iti follow=n mmtaining base information system which em-

p aeizeH an open systems architature.
Financial management automation. —The Committee recom-

mends a rA~ctiQq@ ,$Q$~QAJIOQ,the amount r uested to replace
%the main ~rame computer system which ELI ports t e Army level ac-

Jcounting system at the Army Finance an Accounting Center. The
CIM financial maria ernent working group is in the process of de-

{veloping DOD-wide nancial management standards for ADP sup
port. Can lete replacement of this ay~tem without reference to the
~~~ing & M effort defeata the purpose of the standardization ef- .

AMC information equipment. -The Commitke recom-
mends a-n the amount requested for AMC in-
formation p and the integrated procurement

that centralized management i~
eving the d.andardization of DOD-

1
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wide Iogistica management sybtem~. Therefore, the (.@nlmittee htm
transferred $2,810,000 requested for the digihd star e and retriev-

Tal engineering data system to the OSD computer-ai ed acquisition
and logistics support [(lAI.-S] program; the balance of the funding is
denied. The Cammittee directs the Army to request future funding
for this program through the. CALS coordinator. The Committee
does not support continued service-unique development of CAI&-e-
lated syatemfr.

NAVY REDUCI’IONS

Ilah uutornu(ion cen(em.—The Committee ~ the
Navy’s request for &l@Q&Q. h continue consolidation of computer
environments among the Ntivy’a regional data automation centers.
Continuation of service-unique hardwure and software upgrades
conflicts with the CIM objective to eliminab multiple information
systems designed to meet a singie functional need and implement
DOD-wide management efficiencies throughout the information
system life cycle.

Management inf0rrnc4t-iOn sy9tems fOr air engineering centm und
Military Sea lift Communal automated data processing equipment. —
The Committee does not rwppart software development programs
which duplicate me corporate information management initiative
to ~tandardize DOD’S automated data processing systems. There-
fore, the Committee reduces the appropriation for air engineering
centers by $6,409,000, and the appropriation for Military Sealift
Command ADP equipment by $1,038,000.

EngineeIin data management informal ion ami con lrol system
[EDMK!SJ–$he ~mmittee recommends the deletion of

3,000, requested for EDMICS because thq General Accounting
Office reported that these funds wi)l not be ~ut on contract until
fiscal year 1992. At the present time, EDh41Cb has not received de-
ployment approval, and the Committee will not support service at-
tempi.s to circumvent the life cycle management principles of the
Department of Defense. The ~mmittee directs the Navy to submit
future funding iequeste for EDMICS through the OSD CALS pr~
gram coordinator.

Stock oint automated data rocessin$ replacernent.-The stock
{point A P replacement [SPARf’project ]s designed to replace the

computer systerm at Navy stock points and moddrnize software.
However, as a result of the defense management review, more than
on~half of the system’s requirements have been deleted. The Cam-
mittie believes the Navy should reexamine its requirements and
rejustify the need for this program before attempting any further
modernization efforts. Therefore, the Committee recommends the
deletion of $11,623,0001 the fiscal year 1991 funding level. The Com-
mittee dwecta the N avy to submit future funding i-equesta for ma-
teriel management systems through the CIh4 program director for
coordination and review.

Inuentory control point f7CllJ resolicitation. -The ICP pro”ect w-
a tw~e

?
ite project to: (1) replace obsolete computers M t e aWa-

tion supp y ot%ce and the sbipe parta control center~ and (2) mod-
ernize the replacement computers to support redesigned and ex-
tended applications of software. However, one of the defense man-

{

i
t

i

I

I

tigeme[lt t-e ~~rt deci~ions hqa called for the consolidation 0[ ii\vel~-
1tory contro points, making the need for continued modern wation

unclear. Therefore, the Committee recommends the reduction of “
.$14,&f~,!![]!L and directs the Navy to revalidtite requ&rn6ii-G- fo~
consol dated ICP’S before attempting further modernwation efforts.
The timmittee directs the Navy to submit future funding requests
for materiel management systems through the CIM progrlirn direc-
tor for coordination and review.

Navy standald technicat informalist system. – The Navy tiand- ‘
ard technical informatiotr ayatem is designed to bring atak-of.the-
art document storage and retrieval e stems to the Navy’s errgirreer-
ing data re

r
iitoriea mid technical Ii raries. The tit-at phaae of thi~

project, cd ed the engineering data management information and
control system, is a component of the computer-uided acquisition
Iog-htics sup ri Bystem. The C!ommittee’s recommendation tis-

-fem..JlIQ $Zl%O~O requesti for this system to the CALS program
in “Procurement, defense agencies.”

Naval aviation lc@siics command information system [NA LC’O-
JflSj.-NALC0M1S w designed to improve management of ;ama~
maintenance and supply support o~erationa, automatin

Rordkeeping and management reporting associated with t orw o er-
Iatiorm. Although this system has been in develo ment since 1 77,

the General Accountin Office reported that
t

I/ ALCOMIS is not
ready for deplo

r
rmt l~e to limited testing. The (lrmmittce wi}l

not support a eplqmen~ decision which violates DOD life-cycle
management principles for major automated information tryaterns
and section 802(1 of this report. As discussed elsewhere in this sec-
tion, the Committee does not support continued investment in tierv-
ice-unique systems which are candidaterr for standardization Or con-
solidation under the (XVI initiative. Therefore, the Committee rec-

rjeletion of $20,262,000& requested for NALCOMIS in
fiscal year

Ckntral proc&sing and distribution [CPDJ system.-’he CPD
system automates medical end use stockrooms, exchanges, and sur-
gical carta. CPD manages dcickroom items, cart/customer supply
area items, and financial accounting for installations of the Naval
Medical Command. The Committee recommends them~a

-$UIZJX!Qrequested for CPD from the Naval Medical Command Q
-fense medical su ort activi ~ in “Procurement, de

bfense a enci~~
r

IS the pro~am office for the CIM
medics systems wbrking group. The Navy is directed to coordinate
all future funding requeata for medical support systems through
the (XM executive for medicul pro ares.

FNava 1 omupat ional health in ormation management sJstcnl ----
This system provides information related to exposure to occupa-
tional hazards, evidence of compliance with Naval occupational
safety and health standards, and the measurement of progrum ef-
fectiveness and accomrdiahed workloada. The Committee recwn-,
mends the 000 fkom the Naval Medical Command
to & def ~ mad” [DMSA1 in “Procurement,
defense w%cies.” program office for the CIM
medic-al ci~stema working group. TIM N&vy-ia directed to coordinate
all future funding requeata for health information systems through
the CIM executive for medical programs.



Z>iseruice rnicropharrnacy and triser-uice /&Jd s<ruice systems.—
The Committee recommends the ~ $505,000 from the
Navy Medical Command lo the DMSA program oftice~n “Procure-
ment, defense agencies.” For over 10 years, DOD h~ been develop-
ing composite health care system [CIfCS] as a stiite-of-theart ADP
s stem to su port inpatient and outpatient services. Section 8026 of
i tt i~ report iscusses further deidoyment of the CHCS system. The

Navy is direckd to submit all future funding r-e uests for CIICS
7component systems through the CIM execlrtive or medical pro-

grarna.

AIR FORCE REDUCTION9

Requirements data 6ank.—The Committee doett not trupport the
enhancement and expansion of a system-which is being considered
for consolidation under the (XM initiative. The CIM materiel man-

+lJ
B ernent working group ia developing DOD-wide logitiim atarrdarda,

erefore, the Committee recommends the deletion of $2,946,000
requested for fiscal year 1991. The Air Force is directed to request
future logi~tics system f~nding through the OSD CIM program.

Clinical and dmgnosttc systems. —The Committee haa ransferred
+tiG&LQ!34m requested for this program .tsdh~defense -me Ice

fipuo rt activity in “Procurement, defense agencies. ” The At-e
is direchd to str6-mit future funding requests for medical ADP
system u grades, expansions, or new starta to the C!IM executive

1’res rwib e for medical programs.
E pot maintenance management information system [LMflkfISj.—

The Cmnmittee does not support the de Ioyment of automatid in-
Eformation systems which violate section 026 ~f this report, Accord-

ing to the General Accounting Oftlce, DMMIS has encountered
major development problems and significant cost and schedule

K
owth. In addition, the Major Automated Information System
wiew Cmnrnittee has not reviewed DMMIS for en@neering deveh

opment or deployment, or acctipted tlw Air Forces risk manage-
ment Ian, As discussed elsewhere in tilis section, the Committee

1’strong supports the CIM initiative, and the development of trtand-
/’ard in ormation s stems desi ned to meet a single functional re-

Jquirement. Accor ingly, the L remittee ‘JX.QIQM!Z!I!S_QQ!I@i ~~
appropriated for this system in fiscal year 1991, and directs the Air
Force to submit future funding requests for materiel management
eystemrt to the CIM coordinator.

DEFENSE LA3CIST1C9 AGENCY REI)ULTIONY

Standard automated makriel management system immediate im-
provement initiative [SAMMS P]—The SAMMS Is program is de-
si ed to replace the current data baae computer platform used by
I)fi eupply centers. The Committee does not support funding for
the enhancement of an integrated materiel management ~tem
which is a candidate for consolidation under the (IIM inihative.
Therefore, the Committee recommends the &t.on of” the
$MQJUQQQ r ueskl for this program in fwal year 1’991. DL.A .

7directed to su mit future funding r uesta for materiel manag~
3ment automated systems through the SD CIM program for coordi-

nation and review.

I

i
I

I

I

(.i.rkiogtng 1001 on-line (CTVL. J-CI’OL acquisition is desigi)cd to
replace the present manual cataloging system in use at all of tile
DLA mIpidy centers. The god of CI’C)L is to improve SAMMS effi-
ciency with the purchase of state-of-the-art equipment. As dis-
cussed above, the Commitke does not support the enhancement of
an integrated materiel management system which is a ctmdidute
for consolidation under the CIM program. Therefore, the Commit-
tee recommends flM_&lgtiQn Q[ !&4&500,000 requested for this
program in fiscal year 1991. DLA is directed to submit future fund-
m requests for materiel management automated systems to the
0&3 CIM program for coordination and review.

J3rreiuecrirrf? data muna~ement information and control s}stem. ---
Fiscal year [991 funds, ~~3 276000 for the DLA portioti of this

~~e computer-aided acquisitionNavy-led Project Bi_transferre
@ logist Ica support program, ~lscussed below.

(: Uhfl’LJIER-AllJEIJ ACQUISITION AN1) MX;ISTICS S(Jt’tJOlt’J’

13QD established the computer-aided acquisition and logistim
support [CAL.S] program in 1985 as a DOD and industry st rate~~ to
transit ion from paper-intetwive weapon system design, manufac-
ture, and support processes to a highly automated and intebwa~eci
mode of o ration. CAI.S is an attempt to establish automation

rstandards or the technical dutn used to acquire and .wrpport weiip-
ons systems.

The committee is concerned that the Department is not up
preaching CAIi3 aY it i~ ClM—through the development of DOD-
wide technicul old-a standards. Each of the m-vices is

r
ursuing dif-

ferent efforts, at various stages of development or dep oyrnent. Be-
cauae this effort to standardize technical data automation stand-
ards showti greut promise for managing complex weapons ~ystems
through their life cycles, the Ccunrnittee believee this development
effort si, ould be continued with an emphasis on development of
standard CAIS systems.

The Committee fully suppoti the CALS initiative and encour-
ages the De artment to ~rc~eed with ita efforts to standardize tech-
nical data. I s discussed an ‘he CIM section, the Committee believes
that centralized management is the most effective method of
achieving the standardization of DOD-wide technical data systems.
Accordi ngi y, the (%mmitt.ee recommends that CAM program re-
sponsibility tind oversight be moved from the services to the OASD
(product ion and logistics) (.!ALS program office.

The Office of the Secretary of Defense requested $95,000,000 in
fiscal year 1991 to accelerate Navy initiatives to improve the devel-
opment, maintenance, and dissemination of logistics, engineering,
and desi&m data.

The justification provided by OSD for these funds does not ade-
quatel y support the request to accelerate these pro ecta. Therefore,
before obligatin any appropriated funds for CA

f
I.&/

%
rejects or r3ys-

terns, OSD is d rected to review Army, Navy, Air orce, and de-
fense agency CAM programs to determine which projects and sys-
tems will be selected as CAI.J3 standards. The Commit&e also di-
rects OSD to notify the Committees on Appropriations and Armed
Services of the results of the review, and provide the Committees
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with u revised wquiaition ])IUII for CA1.S, and a \)lii[i fck the termi-
nation of duplicative CAM pro , ares.

rIn ,addition, the Committee }rects thu services to ~ubmit future
budget requests for CALS-reMed systems or new start CALS pro-
grams throu h the OSD/CA13 c.mrdinator.

%To assist t e Deprwtment in the CALS effort, the (;on~[l]ittec hati
taken the followin actions:

!—Appropriated 1,000,000,000 to the Sccretul-y of I)eft:llsc for the
modernization and expansion of ~utomated data processing
systems. This recommendation is a reduction of $374,961,000
from the budget request of the services and defense ugencie~
for fiscal year 1991,

—Trtinsferred from the services and defense agencies to the
OSD/CIM ro am in procurement, defense agencies the funds

!/?requested or AlX-related sysbms aq follows:

Frocuremen(, defense agencku

lttm ‘rhW4mdI
Army: Digitu) etorage and retrieval engineering data syekm ,,..,. +:$;:
Navy:Navystandard technical information system........................................ ,
(leferwe Logietica Agency Engineering data management information

rind control eyniem. m,............... ........................ ,,, ,, ........... . . . . . ,. + 13,3’75

‘f’ohll .,, . .. . ..,, . +18,819

PUt3LIC/PRIVATE COMPhTITION

The Committee continues to stron )y support the Na
~ T

initiative
to compete workload between pub ic facilities and t e

1’
rivate

sector. Competition will continue to provide the most e fective
means of ensuring the lowest cost for goods and services. The Com-
mittee encourages the Department to con~ider a wider r.implication
of this initiative in the continuing defense maria ~ement review. To

kthat end, the Canmittee has continued the aut ority provided to
the Secretary to compete tdteration, overhaul, and repair of Navy
ships between public arid private ship ards. In addition, the Corn-

Kmittee has expanded the authority oft e Secretary by allowing the
Department to compete acquisition of productioil, modification,
depot maintenance and repa~r of aircraft, vehicles, vessels, compo-
nents and other defens-related articles between defense depot
maintenance activities and private firms.

‘l’he Committee recognizes the ongoing need to rnaintuin critical
skills at these important industrial activities. Expanding competi-
tion can result in reduced training costs, enhanced critical skill
levels, and maximized cost+ fTective uti]izution of these facilities.

COAST GUARD TRANSFER

The Committee has included language in tile bill proviriin ~ for
(!!0transfer of $300,000,000 in fundin and in-kind sup~urt to the oat

fGuard for support of the nationa defense responsibilities aaai ed
to that agent .

t+
rThis authority is especially relevant to the rug

interdiction e orta. Testimony to this Committee in su”pport of the
fiscal year 1991 budget request for drug interdiction and counter-
dru~ activities identified the Coast Guard as the fifth military serv-
ice m this effort. As the Department of Defense continues to in-

}iANDIJN(i (Jk’ POTENTIALLY RECYCLABLE WASTES/ MATERi AU BY I)t{hl(}

The Defense Reutili=ticm ~.nd Mtiterials Organization \DRhfO]
disposes of most hazardous waatea and surplus hazardous rnateritilti
generated by militmy installutiom Baae colnmanders have the
option of using either DRMO or their own contracting rmourccs to
dispom of hazardous wastes. However, if waste has recycled value
and is Bale/ible, commandem have no option other than b trunsf<er
thetn to DRMO.

‘I’he DRNIO’S reutilization, trwafer, donation, tmd sale systell]
[RTD&S] is sometirne~ administratively and sometimes geographi’
tally too far removed from site specific conditions to allow opti-
mum management of recyclable hazardou~ waste and material.
The Committee believes that too much recyclable hazardous waste/
material may be summarily disposed of as hazardous waste and too
many DHMO handled sales and donations may result in illq.yl
storage and disposal incidents that tangle the generating com-
mand, DRMO, and the regulatory community in complicated clean-
up and removal actions.

The Committee directs the Department of Defense to fund u
study of hwzurdous waste minimization eftbrta to define the true
costs associated with the current method of disposal through
DRMO. Such costs must include those associated with improper
handling of hazardcmm wastes from the RTD&S cycle. The Depart-
ment should also undertake a trial program in fiscal year 1991 in
which select commands manage hazardous wasteiexcess hazardous
material recycling programs. A report should be provided to the
timmittce no later than April 16, 1991, on i~ findings,

ENERGY CONSERVATION

The Canmittee provides a new general provision directing the
Department of Defense to develop new energy conservation guide-
lines. The Cotnmittee believes that the conservation and wise use
of energy resources is critical to U.S. national security. Over the
past decade, however, the investment by the Department of De-
fense in energy conservation has declined from over $225,000,000 in
1981 to less thun $2,000,000 this fiscal yeur according to testimony
of the Department to Congress this July. The guidelines developed
by the Secretary should include such items as the routine replace-
ment of conventional light bulbs with high efficiency bulbs aa a
par-t of routine operation and maintenance activities. Furtherlilore,
these guidelines should require that a justification be prepared
when an energy conservation meaaure is not selected as part of op
erations and maintenance activities. The Department of Defense is
the largest consumer of energy of any, branch of the Federal Gov-
ernment. The total value o? energy purchased by the Federal Gov-
ernment last year totaled $8,500,000,000, 80 percent of which was
used by DOD. These costi wi}l increase substantially in the coming
year if current price trends continue.
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to Ikpttrtment of Defense employees in positions involving hwlth
care responsibilities the provisions of chapter 73 of title 38, United
States Code, concerning employees in the l)eptirtment of Veterans
Affairs. This authority is vitally needed to overcotne persi~tent
problems experienced by the” militury services in filling civilian po-
sitions for diflicult-tu-hire health care occupations itJ many locales,

The proposed legislation would enhance DOD initiatives to recap-
ture CHAMPLJS workload into the less expensive direct care
system. Recapture of CHAMPIJS workload requires improved
access to the direct care system, and adequate titat’ting of civilian
medical and medical support personnel is essential to accessibility
of cure in military medical treatment facilities. In addition, nurner-
oue studies have shown that the longstanding lack of adequute
medicul support pereonnel is a primary reason for diawiti8faction
and declining retention of military health care providers.

INCREASEtJ AIJTtiORITy TO COLLECT FROM PRIVATE iNS[JRANCE

Section 8068, a new general provision, woul(i allow the Depart-
ment of Defense to collect from Medicare suppltimental insurance
policy carriermand from automobile liability and no-f~ult insurance
carrier-a for treatment of eligible patienta in military hospitals. As
an incentive for the military hospitals to make these collections,
net proceeds would remain at the collecting medical facility,

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, ARMY

Appropriations, 1990..,...,..,,., ..................
Budget estimate, 1991 ........................... ,,.,,,..,..,,,, ..”
~~mrnittee recommendation ............................... ,,.............! ......................

The Committee recommends an appropriation] of $2
This i~ $1,898,71 O,(IOObelow the budget estimate,

SUM bfARY OF COMMITTEE ADJUSTMENTS

Committee adjustments to the budget estimate aFe
in the following table:

[[,)Lho{tin&O(J.11.,,]

fin .
Fiscal year 1991 budget request ., ,.
General pur-paw forma:

$22,787,659.000
23,662,900,000
21,664,190,000

,664,190,000,

summarized

Gl”t”d,tk
.adjf#tm.nb

23,562,900

d~f#-.................=r.~
J(X exerciaee,,,,.,., ........ .......................................................
hiiacel)aneou~ corrwtiong ............................. . ,., .-6:180

Intelligence and communications;
Euro un telephone enhancement

(lm]man~control, rind communimtion~ .......................... ................ ..
-. ~~,~(i i

Central Bupply and maintenance: Second destination traneport.a- – 40,000
.,––Lion.......................................................................................... , ,,$.,,.,,,.,...,,.

l’rainin~, medicai, and other general permrnnel nctiviti~:
‘lhrrirr~ and 4umtion ...............................................................
fZcwruittng,advertising, and examining ...........................................

Administration and aascciakd activities:
Claima.. .....................................,..>,,........ ... .. ... .. ..,..,,,.,,, .... . ...
Baprcduction and printing ..................................................................
Banking. ......... .................................................................... . ,,.,,,,
Arroyo cerrter.................................................. .... ...........

– 20,000

– ioo,ooo
– 40,aoo

– 10,000
–s5,000
– 16,000
-29,400

i

,
&
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1.,3,,>,,,<...
Pl>?d’u r?,

Civilian pemonnel freezi.
,.tit,4fm<nu

325,800
Foreign rmtionat cwilimre ............................................ --125,100
O&h! g~~ecd wpport to military pm-aorrnel.. . . . . ,,. -93,300
Retireolder Eyatems . . . ..................................... .. .. .. . .... .....
Real property mainhwmnce . . . . .. ,,,

15,000
-350,000

Baaeo~ra~iontr.................... . . .. .... ............. .. ......... . – 105,000
Inventmy management . ...................................... ........ .. . ... .... – 146,100

coda a~ualment, ................... ,,,.,,.,,, . 134,500

—–”-+.....................
Cleadified progr.a ..................................................................... – 11:200

. . . . .—

‘roliil ,,. 21,6ti.t,1911

COMMI’lTEE ADJ{JSTMENTS

Office automation. —The Committee recommen&fi2.000,~ re-
quested for replacement of office automation workstations at Euro-

an work centers ~
.

r
The requested improvements ~hould

e deferred until the impact of force structure realignments and
base closures in Europe haa been determined.

llurapean telephone trystem.— The bud et includes $23,564,000 to
timprove the German tde hone system y upgrading switches and

1’cables. ‘I’he Committee be ievee that these improvement should be
deferred until the impact of force structure realignments and baae
closures in Europe has been determined. Accordin ly, the C.%nmit-

t!tee recommends that no fundg be appropriated or this effort in
ftactil year 1991.

Maintenuace and logistical suppor&.-The budget includes a 2S

r
rcent increase for maintenance and eupport of erteral urpose

! Forces. Thitr increase includes an additional 36,’19,000 or unit
ilevel maintenance; that is, that performed in t. e field rather than

at Army depota. The budget also includes an increase of $31,87’/,000
for storage of war reserves in Europe. The Committee recommends
denying funding increases for these efforts in light of recent
changes in Eastern Europe. Reduced force }evels and the withdraw-
al of troops fkom Euro e should lead to reduced funding for these

!$efforts in fiscal year 19 1.
JCS trremises.-The Committee supports the Department’s recent

decieiorte to reduce the number of training exercises being under-
taken on Euro ean soil, and supports the requested 40-percent in-

tl’crease in fun ing for the combat maneuver training center at
Hoenfel~, Germany. It is concerned, however, with the increase in
funding requested for Army participation in the Joint Chiefg of
Staff [J(X3] exercise probwam, Recent experience lms shown that
JC!X3exercibcs ~ttch us Reforger (return of forces to Germany) have
been reduced since tiscal year 1989. ‘l’he (lxnmittee recommends a
reduction of $28,000,000 from the requetrt of $105,4 !)6,000, continu-
ing funding for Army participation in J(X3 exercises at the level ex-
perienced in fiscal year 1989.

Cfaims,-The budget includes a significant increase from fiscal “
year 1989 actual payments for damage claims resulting from par-
ticipation in J(X exercises. The Army haa noted that claims umml-
Iy are paid 2 years after the exercise occurs The Committee recon~-
mends a reduction of $ 10,000,Of)O from the $42,000,000 requested.
This provides funding at 90 percent of the level actually realized in
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at Fort Drum, either during the winter nlontt;s ‘or year--round. In
cooperation with airport ofliciais, the Secretary shou)d report on
the costs and benefits of this proposal, including cotnpemmtion to
the airprt for baaing militury transport aircraft at the Watertown
facility. l’he Secretary shall report back to the (3Mmmittee within 9
months of passage of this act.

OPERATION AND LIAINTENANCE, NAVY

Approprintiona, 1990 .............. ... ... ..... $23,863,121,000
Budget eatimrdq 1991 ............ . . ., . ,., ,,. ‘“ 24,531, fif)QOO0
C~mmittee recommendation .......................... ........ . ...... 23,230,691,000

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $23,230,691,000,
ThiB is $1,300,909,000 below the budget estimate,

SUMMARY OF COMMI’ITEE’AOJK JSTMENTS

Committee adjuatmenta to the budget estimate are summarized
in the following table:

n. Lhowanlhd MI.”]

Fiscal yenr 1991 budget reque& ......... ........... ... ...................... ,..,,...
General PU~ @WSW

%%f%y&~%@a;~~~M) . ................... ....”.....::””.: ,::,’..
,.,..,.,, ,....,.. .,, ,, .,,

Intelligence and communi~tiorur
W communication. ............................ .. ........ . ..
Command, control, and communication . .............................. .

Central Ewppl and maintenance:
KAir-launc ad weapons mairttmartce backlog ...............

Other aviation ayetetxte mabWnnw ................................................
fiwptitioQ ............................................................................. .. .

‘f’rainin~, medbt, and other general pmaonnel uctivitiew
Trrming and ertucation, .................................. .. ..............
Recnmiting, mlvertiaing, and examining ....... ......... . .. .

Adminhtration and aaeociated activities: Btinkil~g.,,., ....... , ..
Civilian pemonnel f~ ................................................................ ... .
Foreign national civiliana .................................. .,, ,,,............... ..... . ,,,,,,.
O&M genersl Eupprt to n]ilitery Peraonnet ...... .......... . ....... ..... .. ,.,
Mire older s~Wma .............................................. . . . .
[ncreaad aae of &m~ .......................................................... .
Real property maintenance ........ ..................... .................. ..,,,,, . ... .....
Base o~ratior~ ......................................................... ,,., ........... ....... ..
Inventoq management .....................................................................
Stock fund op+wation~ coda adjustment .............. . .. ... .. ...

Cil,,,ml,liw
m4iLu11nc.t#

24,531,600

.32,300
--18,000

: ;%:

– 15,384
-36,100
-25,000

– 1(M,O(J(I
– 11,500

--7,000
-::g,61&

- 65;200
-40,000
– 49,000

-100,000
-22.400

– 202:000
22,900

Wrency fluctuation ... ...........................................,...,4.,...... .. .............
(%uwificxiprogram . ................. .... .... ...... .. ... . ,., ..,.

. -————. - ..
‘rObl ., . . . 23,230,6!JI

COMMITI’EE ADJUSTMENTS

Excess voyage repairs. —The Committee recommends that
$32,300,000 requested for vo age repair fundin that is excess to re-

2
kuirements be denied. The a

?
c!requesta fun ing to repair voyage

amage based on the number o operating mcmtha rojec~d for the
ffiscal year. The Navy has overstated the number o moriths used to

determine the amount of funding requested in the fiscal year 1991
budget for this effort. Based on a reduced estimate of ship operat-
ing months derived from the projected number of operating years

51
.

avuiliiblc from the tjhip inver)tory tor fwui year i9!)l, Ltlcte JvIII iw
10 percent fewer repairs required. The Committee recommeltdation
~djusts the budget to reflect this lower number.

A ir-kunched weapons rr~aintenuncc backh)g.-T}je bi;dgc,[ il~-
cludea a 30-percent Increase in funding for rework of alr Iaunclwd
weapolm In a time of greater fiscal constminta, reduction of the
maintenance bticklog must receive a lower priority, Tlw Conlrnittee
recommends a reduction of $15,384,000 which allows the rework to
continue at the same level as that plani~ed for fnrca] year 1990,
Other uutatiort Y ‘sterns muintcnance.--hehe Navy haa tequtwtu~i

dal~ increase of $50, 00,000 (almost 25 percent) in fiscu} year 1991 for
maintenance of minor aviation syatem~. A tnajor part of this in-
crease provides for additional calibrations of test equipment
($10,400,000), sof~ware 6upf.m-t ($10,200,000), and support equipment
reworks ($15,500,000). No justification t’or these increases i~ provid-
ed. This increaae in fundin is inappropriate in a fiscally con-
strained tmvironment. The & remittee recommends a reduction of
$36,100,000 which rovides sufficient funds to continue this effort

f’at the same level p anned for fiscal yew- 1990.
Hyci.w 01] Patrol &oats /PF04}.-Thc Niivy kti@ I[\cl\](Jt:s

1$18,000, 00 for operating PHM in the Ch-ibbean area in support of
drug interdiction efi’orta. The Cumtnittee reconimends realigni~~g
support for PHM to thti drug interdiction and counterdrug activi-
ties appropriation, reflecting the revised role of these vessels.

Leased comnzunicatiorts. -q%e Navy requested an incrctujt: of
$19,836,000 for nonsecure direct diding ~ervices. These services are
provided through the Defense Communications Agency (DCA}
which biihr the trervices for costg incurred. For fiscal year 19!)1 D(2A
revised the billing method to make costs user sensitive, inteiiding
that this would reduce the bill for these services. The Committee
recolnnwl~ds continuin funding at the fiscal year 1990 level on the

fbaai~ that this new hi ling system will in fact reduce costs us in-
tended.

fians}~ortutior~ .-Beginning in fiscul year 1991, cost9 for initial
transportation of oods from the manufacturer to the first destina-

8tion are being pai from the procurement appropriations. Previous-
ly these costs were charged to the “C)perations and maintenance”
account. The Navy’s o erations and maintenance budget, however,

(f’does not reflect a-m uction in transportation costs in the fiscal
year 1991 budget submitted to Congress. ‘1’he Comtnit ~ee t-ccom-
memls a reduction of $25,000,000 for trantiportation to reflect the
reduced costs to this appropriation resulting fron] the revised
budget policy.

MHC homeportin
f

—The Committee continues to support the
Navy’s decision to omeport coastal minehunters in Astoria, OR.
The Committee is concerned, however, that the Navy has not yet
selected a ~it.e in Astoria for homepm-tin therm veasela. The Navy

!should work closely with Stata and Iota governments h rwolve ‘
any otitatanding iaauea in site eelection ao that the site wili be
ready by the time a homeport for theee ships is required. The Corn.
mittee is aware of the Sta@’s plans to develop South Ton e Point

Yas a marine industrial sit.q possibly in conjunction with t e Navy,
The Navy is encoura ed to seriously consider working with the

FState t~ implement a ong-term lease for facilities at South l’oli~ue
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Cxnmtll..

M;r~;U’welfare, rmd recreatioii \hiWi{]
“+nlnwU
– I5,000

Dnrmitory furnkhin
Cl,e,nical/Biolo@cal%ien~”~;iogr;iI~’. ‘... .“

-18,7:16
3,422

Inhlligence and cornmunicotionn:
Cqrnrnrrnd,control, and communicot;ons --65,53:
MM.at, ............................. . –9,822

Airlift:
Durmitory furr)iuhing~..:...... ..... . - 3,317
Purchaaed mmmunlattons ............... ....... ... . ....... . – 2.336

Gmtral rrupplyand mamtenance:
Aircraft service extension pro ram................ .............. .
Automated dd.o procerraing[A%P], maintmmnce, wrv,ce, eq.i~

loo,ooil

_7e”corn&nent ;eptir ........................---- ‘~~~
. .. .... ............. . .......... . ... ...,,,,,4..., . .

Deferr rquirementi .........i.............. ----- ~~~
C-17A in~nm contrac~r mrpport [1~] ...............~........... -19:500
Printirt~ and reprduct;on., .............................. . ................... ., – 16,000
Audiovwual.. . ..................................................

_1,49~

Milita~ airlift com!nand [MAC] channel airlift .......... –18,601
Comrntmary opwpttorw. . .............. ........ ..... .. . .. ..... . . – 14,799
Supplwn and cqul meant.................................

I
,,, – 11,853

‘thininq, medical. an other grmerol pertionnel oclivities
Training and cducution ................. ,:, ............. . - 90,(~fj(~
Recruiting,adwwtiaing.and axanrmatlon ~~~-- ~~ ~~ ~~ – 17,000

AdminiiWrrrticmand aaaociated nctivitien:
Contractor support..:.. ................................. . . – 5,335

0. Departmental gupphes and equipment ........... . . . . .

,b

--1 J?roo
wide dntn procea8irw servic

%%:f ....... ,.
~u,., ..... ~~~}

, ........................................ ........ ....... ... ..... ....,’..,.. .,,
Fiscal year 990 civilian personnel frees” --362:800
()&M general mrpf@. tO military perrxmnel -80,000
Forytr natronal cnnimna ................... .............. .... ........ . . “’” --93,900
Rettre older syaternn . . .................................................................... ,.., – 45,000
lncreaaed use re~rvea ............................... ............................... . ,. ..,, -67,000
ROal prope~y maintenance ..................................... . – 160,000
fhtw o~ratlo[ln .................... ........... . ..... . . -126,000
Irrvelrlory managr.wnent ............................... . . . -148,700

– 103,400

............................... .. ......... .......................... .......
Clruurifkl programa ........................... . .. . . .

Total .. ....................... .. .. . .. 20,064,092

COMMITTEE ADJUSTMENTS

Telecommunications command and control progrants.-T’he Com-
mittee recommends a reduction of $11,900,000 in funding for the
operation and rnaintenunce of the EC-135 I.ooking Glass uircraft.
This recommendation is consistent with the deci~iorl of the Strate-
gic Air Command to scale back the flights of Looking Glass aircraft
m response to reduced tensions between the lJnited States and the
Soviet IJnion.

itfinuterrmn ll. —rrhe CommiUee recommence+ h reduction of
$17,000,000 in the administration’s t-equest for Minuteman 11 oper-
ation and maintenance. A General Accounting Office [GAO] report
[NSIAD-90-196BR] anticipates the Air Force could achieve these
eavin s through the elimination of unnecessary depot re~lra and

Fmodi lcations. Secretary Cheney has indicated that the Minuteman
II force could be retired as a result of the START negotiations. As
a result, the Committee believes that the continued upgrading of
the Minuteman 11 is inappropriate at this time.
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Lk’/icrwe LA )urtnrcrit iwi4nter ;iurx:olics progrujn fiiudln $ fi)r ( ‘IN(

i’ 8mitiatiws — he Committee directs that the $16,092,00 Imlgeted
to the Air Force for drug interdiction under the “CINC initiatives”
account be trantiferred ta the “Drug interdiction and counterdrug
activities, l)efen8e” account.

lJf14 F (Iperutional Test ~rr{l iikalualion (knter [A IWTE(~J -– fl’he

Committee recommends tt,at the proposed $1 ,1O!I,OOOincreww in
contractor ~llpport for AFOTEC be denied. The reque~t represer}ts
a 30-percer}t increase above infitition over fiscal year 1990 alld can
not he justified,

Chernica //Biological Lkfense Program .–-l’he Ckmmittee recon~-
mend~ thut full funding be restored for the Air Force Chemicai and
Biological l)efen~e Program. The proposed reduction of $3,422,000
represents an n-percent decrease below the ftsctil year 1990 levei
which cannot be justified at this time.

F2yin hour costg.-The Committee recommends that a reduction
fof $6,9’2,000 be mtide in the request for additional flying hours.

The administration’s request repre~ents a 20-percent increase over
tile fiscal yetir 19!)0 ievel. Ti}e request is unnecessary in ligi~t of
force’ structure reduction~, increased command and controi opcr-
ation~ ~iread fundeti under “Dru interdiction and countcrdrug

7 ~activitieti, De ensw” account and ad itiunal flying hours in the Per-
sian Gulf bud eted elsewhere.

fMorale, we fire and recrwticm [hf WR].—The Committee recom-
mends a reduction of $15,000,000 from the ftscul year 1991 MWR
requested level as a result of significant down-sizing in force struc-
ture and Jnisn:urwgement. I%e Air Force i~ directed to speciiicoliy
exempt $6,200,000 for child+ are activities from this general reduc-
tion.

The G)mmittee i~ wpecidiy concerned about recent Genei-iii Ac-
counting Office [GA()] allegations of widetipread miwnanagernetlt of
MWR fund~ and programs. Several investigations now are undcr-
Wu .

liecent Air Force audits have uncovered the foliowing exunlpim
of mismanagement: $599,877 for 22 golf ccmrse projects tit Myrtle
Beach Air Force Base; $221,000 for an Italian restaurant at Yokota
Air Base in Japan even though studies showed it would not be prof-
itable.

The Committee believes that if Air Force MWR programs were
better managed they would be able to provide even greater tiubsi-
dies to those activities whicil are not protitrnaking. The Air Force
is directed to report to the Committee, no later than April 15, 19!)1,
on the reforins it intends to take to correct existing probletl}s in
the admini~tration and budgeting of MWR program~.

Deferred requirements. —The Con~mit(~e recommends 1ilut t i)c
full request of $0,721,000 to cover the purchase of dinin hall equip-
ment,

f
$arts arid supplieti for vehicle maintenance be enied. At a

time o base ciosurea, reduced force structure, and a diminished re-
quirement for supplies, the Committee believes these items should
be drawn from available stak.
Dormitory urrti.shinga.-:t%e Committee recommends thut un in-

[creases of $’2,058,000 for dormitory furnishings be denied. At a
time of base closures, reduced force structure, and a diminished re-
quirement for li~;ing accommodations, the C-ornmitt.ee believes cur-

.

.



i

I
..

5ti

t-ellt rctluitctlicnts ~’brIurnishingti should be dliIVJll from availuble
stock.

MiLstur.-The Committee recomlnentls that the full request of
$li,K?2,000 for Milstar operations and maintenance be denied, con-
sistent with the Senate decision to terminate hlilstur. The Milstar
progratn ia expluined elsewhere in these r]otes.

Pumhusecf con~nlur~icatior~.—~~e Committee recommends that
the proposed increase of $2,336,000 for purchased communications
be denied. A portion of this request covers the acquisition of a new
information processing system at 14 Air Force locutions. This
deniui is co[wist.ent with the Committee’s recommendation, con-
tained el~ewhere in this report, that spending for automnted datu

r
recessing [ADP] procurement and services be reduced, particuiar-

y where there ia no demonstration of essential need or where the
service haa explored alternatives to a new and costly ~rotfuct.

A imra ft seruzke pen”crd ad; ’ustrnenk [A SI’A/. - -The ( xmm ittee rec -
omtnends a reduction of $100,000,000 in Air Forcu depot mainte-
nance funding, baaed upon their adoption of mtiintenance method-
ology used by the Navy and .4rmy in determining workload. The
reduction represents the estimated savings of instituting a reliabil-
ity-centercxl maintenance program in the Air Force. lJnder such a
program, a physical inspection would be made of all aircraft f)ri(Jr
to induction at a depot. Currently, the Air Force returns ail air-
cruft for de ot maintenance without regard to the actual need for

Yrepairs, whi e the Navy assesses the condition of each aircraft prior
to initiating maintenance.

The Committee observes thut the Navy udopkd the ASPA i]r{)-
gram in fiscal yeur 1985. The Army, which repaim Air Force heli-
copters, also emplo s this method to determine depot maintenance
workload, The d avy eatimatea it i~ saving approximately
$200,000,000 per year based on ASPA and attributes ASPA to im-
proved readiness rates from 59 percent to 72 percent. The Cominit-
ke believes that ~imilur savings could be realized fl-om an ASPA
pr’ogram being started in the Air Force. The Committee under.
8tands that the Air Force is reviewing this proposal und is actively
considering it for fiscal year 1991. The Committee directs that the
Air Force irn Iement a reliability-centered maintenance program

6by April 15, 1 91,
A utomcited datq processing [A DPJ main tenance, seruiee, equip-

ment.-The Committee recommends that the proposed increase of
-$UQQQQQ_fQADtihUen ante. se~vice, a!!~. guiprnent be denied.
‘I’he request re resenta more than a 50-percent_ -;nir~r-t~6

1fiscal year 199 base and can not bc justified us an essential re-
quirement.

Exchangeable cam

!Y

nent repair----’lle Committee recommends u
reduction of $21,61 ,000 for exchangetible componunt re~air in
fisc~l year 19!)1. The request covem thz transition-of the 13-iB from
contractor support to organic de t maintenance and the acquisi-

Ytion of technical data, s ares, en bole for the move. The Coqmlit-
f!tee notes that the jurAi cation document does not show any’ corre-

sponding reduction in contractor support funding for the B-lB—
funding, that if provided, clearly would re resent a windfall to the

JAir Force. In addition, the (hmmittee enies the requested in-
crease of $1,100,000 to cover spare parta, aaaociated with F-16
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flying hour-ti The Committee believes that this increase iti u[)wur- ,
ranted in light of overall reductions in fl$ng holl~.

C-17.4 interam contmctor w
w

rt [lCSJ-’l’he (hnmittee recollu
mends a reduction of $19,500,0 from the amount requested for in-
terim constructor support based upon continuing delays in the C-
17A program and a transfer of special operations funding to the
Specia) O ‘rations timmand. The C!anmittee seriously questions

rthe need or any operation and maintzmance funds for the C-17A
when the firtit research and development tiirp)ane is not even as-
sembled. In tiddition, the Committee directs that all fundin for the

fsupport of improvements in the SOF fleet of C-130’S and I -53’~ be
immediately transferred from the Air Force to the Special Oper-
ations fhmrnand.

Printin and rep-oJuction.-The Committee recornmend~ n I-e-
fduct ion 9 $15,000,000 be made to the fiscal year 1991 request for

print ing and reproduction. The request represents an increase of
approximately 20 percent over the fiscal year 1990 level to cover
backlog6 in printing. The Air Force currently o eratea 25 printing

:lanta, 2 of which are OVei se-s. The Committee irecta that the Air
Force commlidate ita printing operations b closing three instt~lla-

1tions by September 30, 1991. Further, the ir Force is to report to
the Committee, no later than April 15, 1991, on why it requires any
in-house printin , does not contract out for all of i@ nonclassiiied

F
\rinting, nnd w

8
it needs any printing operation in Germany.

urther, the Air orce shall report to the Committee no later than
April 15, 19!)1, with a plan for the consolidation of ita worldwide
printin’ and reproduction operations, includinp the possitrility of

iconsoli sting operations with the other U.S. milW.wy services.
Audiovisual-The Committee recommends that the proposed in-

crease of $1,492,000 be denied. The request is an increase of ap-
proximately 25 percent to enhance graphics capabilities for con-
tracted audiovisual information su port as well as lo@tics data

!systems. The (bmmittee believes t at major reductions in Ilying
hours, maintenance requirement, and overall force structure in
fiscal year 1991 will not require a program increase in the audio-
visual support provided t.o AFL(2 to maintain a photographic histo-
ry of tiircraft nlaintenance.

Military A;rlift Cwnmand /MACJ channel airiift. —The Comn~it-
tee recommends that the $18,501,000 increiise proposed ibr MAC
channel airlift be denied. This account covers the shipnwnt of
items buck LOthe llnited Stutes, or within theater. The Committee
believes that ilIl increase in transportation funding of approxhnate-
1 10 percent is unwarranted during this time of force structure
d’”rtiwdown. The Committee believes thut shi )ments by sea rather

Ithan uir would be less expensive, obviating t w need for th}s MAC
increase.

Su lies awl equlpmcnt.—The thmmittee recommends that the
$1 l,#??,000 increase reposed for the acquisition of

r R
reviously de-

ferred one-time sup iea and equipment ta denied. ‘f e Committee
Fbelieves that with orce structure hein reduced, the purchase of

iadditional i~ms such as ty~writers, a ding machines, and furni-
ture ia unnecessary at this time.

Cbntmzctur support. —The Committee recommends that the
$5,335,000 increase proposed for departmental data processing and
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contractual services be denied. The request represents a program
increaae of ttpproximateiy 25 percent for corttract etudie~ and rtnul-
yaes. This denial is consistent with effor-ta by the Committee this
yettr to cut back on the surge in spending for uutomitted data proc-
essing [ADP] procurement and services.

Departmental w plies,
k’

equipment, and other .-’lwlw Cwnmit.tws
recommends thot t e $1,800,000 increase for items such as deferred

J\

.
‘i

I

i

cop and rinting equipment re lacement, rentals, transportation,
an~trave~ for ofYicirds of tho #ffice of the Secre,ary of the Air
Force be denied. The reque~t represents a funding increase of a~
proximatdy 20 percent, unneceaaa

1#
ttt a time of declining force

structure and current limite on D hiring. The Committie lw-
lieves that senior Air Force

r
rsonnel must take the lead in reduc-

ing DOD costs, if we m-e to emand @nilar, and grettter sacrifices,
of our enlisted personnel,

for Air Force Didrict of Waahingtun ind the Air Force Accounting
and Finance Center data processing service, automation require-
ment, and equipment maintenance contracts tihotthi be denied.
The request repreaenta an increase of nearly 25 percent over fiscal
year 1~0. The Committee believes that such increases are unwar-
ranted m light of planned consolidtition and tmticipated reduction
in overall force at ructure.

Lhnmiusury opemtions.-The Committee recommends that the
requested increaae of $14,7Qo ‘on f-: : :mmiasary op6. .LiG..f3, in-
cluding shelf stocking and ww ~hou~ing operations be denied. The
Commdl.ee is opposed to the proposal thqt the Air Force extend
commimary o~rating hours from 6 to 7 duy~ tit 3!) ~tores. This
plan is inconmstent with the economizing meaau rea being taken by
other service commissaries. The Army haa only 30 stores wotldw ide
operating on a 7day-week basia tmd the NBvy/Marine (h la only

\3, Additional hours should be funded from commissary sure rirgt:s,
not appropriations, if the Air Force insists on increitsi ng hours of
operation.

The Inter-American Air Fmws Academy. -The Cmmmittee recom-
mends that the Air Force be

r
rrnitted to operate and maintain the

Inter-American Air Forces cademy IIAAFA] out ot’ funds made
available to the Air Force for oprwtion and maintenance. Only
military personnel, rmtionalti of Central, South Americtln, and Car-
ibbean countries, are eligible to receive educution and truini]~g i]t
IAAFA. Further, the Committee directs that the lixed costs of oper-
ating and maintaining IAAFA mtiy be paid frt~m funds available
for the operation and nmintemmce of the Air Force witliout reim-
burseinent.

Furthermore, no individuttl may be admitted LOthe lnter-Amcri-
can Air Forces Academy who has been convicted of a human rights
violation, or is known to U.S. authorities tu have committed, @en
an accessory to, or in an official capacity 1A knowledge of but
failed to take remedial action concerning u human rights violation.
The Committee directs the Air Force provide instruction in demo-
cratic overnment and human rights rotections to each attendee

% %of IAA A. The Air Force will provide t e Committee, no later than
March 1, 1991, with a report on the operation of IAAFA, its cur-
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ricuium and course enrollment, tis well us a Statistical tind bic)-
g-raphiclil profile of its studenti.

Hamilhm Aw Fome Base.-The Committee recommends co~~tiiiu-
ation of the intent of section 9066 of the Department of Defense
Appropriations Act, 1990, concerning the tiale and clcailup of haz-
ardouti waste ot’ the ~a]e piircei at ~hlllll]~Jn Al’B, CA. The (kmlmit-
tee understri~]d~ that the Department of Deferme, the Genertii StM-V-
icea Administration, tmd the purchaser to have entered in Lo tin
ub~eernent concerning thiti property.

In section 8(MI3of the general provitiimui, the (kmmitttw tti rechi
the Air Force to usc up to $17,000,000 to execute cleanup of t}le
hozardou~ waMte. It also specifically Btaks that expendit~ireti in
e~cees of $16,000,000 shall be reimburtied to the Air Force upon the
closing of”the stile of the Bale parcel.

Since an u~~een~ent has been reached by the Ikpurtnwnt of l)c-
feme, the Generul Services Administration, and the purchaser, the
Comnlittee expcek the Depurtmunt of Defense to request ttufficient
funds irt fut trre Defense budgets to effect this cleanup.

Ciuil Air Patrol activities.-The Committee believes the Civil Air
Patrol [CAP] is a vital part of our nationti] security posture. As
such, the Gmnmittee recommends rt “eneral provision that not iess
than $5,100,000 be provided to the k ivil Air Piitro] in fib~al year
1991, of which $1 $)00,000 shall be nlade uvttilable from fund~ llr[>
vialed for Air Force operation and maintenance, The Committee
also ~~conin~ends thut not less than $1 ,O()(),f)()()~Je eMrIIJarked for
Civil fi. r Patrol tiru interdiction and surweillallce activltiey from

tfunds prowded to t e Department of Defense under its “fhwg
interdiction, Deknse” account.

The Comnlittee directs that the maintenance t.tnd rehubllltation
of CAP aircraft, Ciidet unifornis, and the FBI fingerprint wr~ning
of member-s are to be considered among the ttctivities eligible for
opcrution und mitintenance funding.

~l)Kl{A’rI{)N ANU ~AIN’rENAN(X, l) EFENSE AGENCIEY

Ap ropr!uti(m,., ,:)Wi
i

,. ...,,. .,, ., .,, ,,.,.
Bu get estImuti,, 19!II ,,.:;:...................................... .......... . . .................

$7,’/W3,l5li,0O()
ll,66tt,100,f)o0

Committed rcTotitmeI)dtitton...........................................+........................... 8,148,163,000

The (hmmittee recommends an oppropritition of $8,148,162,000.
This iti $514,937,0[)() t.relow the butlgct eHtirrlute.

SIJMMAttY OF COMMITTEE AL)JLJSTM(JNTS

Committee adjustments t.o the budget estimate are
in the following table:

t+u#7”m
FIMUIyear 19!)1 budget request, .................. . ...................... ............
Defe_~ Lobtitiw Agency

Finance entir ................................................... ...................................
National defenna rrtock ikr mm~ement .........................................

Defe[mo Mtrp)in ~Agwq: &iwrge@tyeicat activities ........................
~2#:;:;~e~u:2:zm& ............................................................

Pentagon renovation ...............~........................................................4..
Pediatric EMS ..... ........... ..............................................,.......................

(i,m”,,,w
Lutlwmu.u
8,663,100

--17,000
--93,159
– 25,000
– 18,325

--12,503
900
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I

t+vplu
(htn,’ 1(<,

.dyucmr.u

Clinical peychoiogy ,.,,. ,, 280
office of economicwtjutitment:~onomic fidjufilIri&]l ;J,400
Specioloperations forcee:Operation rind maintenance 19,500
I*gacy Ik30urce Management Progrtu n..... . . 10000
Commnnd, control, and communication ......... --10,000
Training and ducytion .................................. ,,. –6,500
R~cruiting, advertuiing, and exarr)ining ........... --3,000
Civilian personnel freeze ..................................... . -114,100
Foreign national cwdian ..................... . .... .. . . . . --2,800
Inventory management .. .. . . . .. . . .. . . . . . . -1,400

n\ .............. – 100,300

T(ILOI 8,14ti,l G3

COMMI’IWMI ADJUSTMENTS

DlJ4 Ihunce C’erx#er.-Defense bgistics Agency [LILA] estab
lished a finance center in fiscal year 1989 to consolidate ita ac-
counting and finance activities with the objective of tiirearnlining
operatio~ka inm cost4fective manner. l’he fimal yeur 1991 I.)LA
budget includes an increase of $31,500,000 for ~he finance center,
constituting more than a 100-percent increase from the amount
provided in fiscal year 1990. Of this increase, $17,000,000 is request-
ed for higher civilian

1
eraonnel costa. No offsetting savings are

identified in the bu get. The Committee recommends that
$17,000,000 for the additional civilian pemonnel be deleted on the
basis that this consolidation was intended to be cost-effective,
making additional personnel funding unnecestrury.

Nutiona/ de ense stockpile Inuua ~emerrt.-The fl}n~nlittcw reconl-
( i!nend~ ttmt $:3,153,000 requested y the Depar[merrt for manage-

ment of the ntitionul defenrw stockpile be deleted from the budget.
With the change in law included in the Senate-passed authoriza-
tion bill, these costs can now be appropriately charged to the na-
tionul defense stockpile, removing the requirement for direct fund-
ing.

Other geophysical actiui(ies.—The bud et includes an increase of
[$L7,332,000 for production of mapping, c urting, and geodesy prod-

uctY. The need to revise Euro~ean defense strate~fies to reflect new
geopolitical realities will dela~ the need for a si~ificant ortion of

kthe 5,459 new maps planned to be produced for the U.S. uropeun
Cornmund and the U.S. Atlantic Command. The Committee recom-
mends that $25,000,000,” that portion of increased funding related to
these ~~ewmapri, be deleted from the budget.

The Defense hfapping Agency [DkfA] provi(ics maps and reluted
products to meet the requirements (If ~everul organizations. This
activity is similar to several othem which the Department manages
through the defense industrial funds. The Committee recommends
that the De~artment consider making DMA an industrially funded
activity cturmg the continuing defense mana~ement r~view.

J(2!3 exerc&s.-The budget includes an increase” of $18,325,000
for transportation related to joint training exercises for which the
Joint Chiefs of Staff [JC!S] is primarily responsible. Recent experi-
ence has shown that JCS exercises, such as REFORGER (return of
forces to Germany) have been reduced, not increased. ‘l%e Commit-

ti 1
.

tee rtic~)il~lliei]dtitior~ upprJvY8 cw)tinuuiio[l of t’uiding fol- ltit:,cvi’ ‘
forti+ at the fiscal year 199u rate.

Perttu~on renovation.--The budget request includes $ 12,500,()()()
for addltiollul office space to house those 1)011 components dis-

Iaced from the Pentagon in anticipation of building renovat ion.
! he funding requested in the military construction budget request
for Pentagon renovation has been dened, delaying the need for ad-
ditional office space. The Co[nmittee recommendti thut thest: funds
be denied

Economic utijustment.-’rhe Department of Defense did not
adjust the Oftice of Economic Adjustment’s [(J13A] budget to rcilect
increased requirements for assistance to local governments and
communities affected economically b

{
defen~e cutback~ even

thou h the number of such actions wi I significantly increuse in
f ear 1991. The Committee recommends an increase of

!Y%O,~OO to provide for additionril community planning grants
4 and to augment the OEA staff.

‘rt!e timmittee i~ concerned about the Micquucy of udmiriistru-
tive regulotion~ (o determine eligibility I’or economic adjutttment
planning granta. It is the Committeefs intention that community
assistance planning grants be targeted to assist those comrnurritiea
in greutest need, not simply to increase the number of grant recipi-
ents.

The Committee, therefore, strongly supports section 2808 of tl~e
Senuti-passed Defentre authorization which eritablisheti eligibility
criteria for both urban and rural communities receiving assistance.
However, the Committee views these thresholds as the minimum
criteria to determine eligibility for assistance. ‘Cletirly, it will be dif-
ficult for the OEA to etrtablish uniform criteria thr.rt fuirly meubure
the level 01 defense-related economic impuct. However, to ensure
that the OEA does not simply become a source of funding to rt+
place the grant assistance provided by other Federal agencies for
general economic decline, the Committee expects that the OEA will
award planning assistance granta only to communities that cm
clearly demonstrate serious economic irnpacta caused by defensw in-
dustry reductiorm Further, communities must demomrtrate that
there are inadequate local resources to undertake necessary adjust-
ment planning.

Special @eraliohs Forces [SO#” operation anti main tellance. -
The Committee recommends that the increase of $19,600,000 for
the Special Operation Forces lanning and rehearsal system, part

Jof the jo; nt mission analysis [ MA] process, be denied. The budget
assumes thot joint mission analysis under the re ional CINC’S will

fbe completed, but tmch analysis is behind schedu e. The ComInittee
believes it is )remature to andert.ake planning based on the results

kof the JM A efore such ai:alysis i8 completed. Since a portion of
th~ funding requeet al~o ifr to be ueed for forei n interrml defentie,

Rthe Committee questions whether sup rt for t ie activity is really .
roperation and maintenance funds be n used to support internri-

htional military education and training [1 ETl ~rograms.
World university gamer3.—The Gmnmittee is mforrned of the prep-

arations underway for the 1993 World University Games in ljuffa-
Ia, NY. The De artment of Defense haa an extensive hist.ary of sup-

Fporting the aa e conduct of international amateur ~porta evenh
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lfigh mobility rnuliipurpose wheeki [ehicles /HMhl WV).-The
Committee recommends the transfer of $181,900,000 requested for
reserve com orient units into” the “National Guard and Reserve
equipment, f efenm” account.

(X) MM UN1CATION8 AND EI-EHNONIC9 EQ{JIPMEN’I’

Army tactical command and contrwl system [A ZWCS].-’hehe
Army’s tactical command and control system consists of five com-
mand and control and three communications systems. AT(XS is de-
Bigned to enhance war-fighting capabilities against a Warsaw I’act
threat by automating battlefield commrirrd and control and improv-
ing communications at corps level and-below.

The Committee is very concerned with the Army’s approach to
develo ing and deploy-in ATCCS aa an integrated system of sys-
tems. Because the ATC & component systems were initiated as in-
dividual aydems, each is overseen separately. Three of the comp~
nfillt s stems huve received independent oversight from the De-
fenm i cquisit~n Board, while the other two are overseen by the
Army System Acquisition Review Council.

In June 1990, the Army acquisition executive rtwtructured one of
the com

r
nent command and control tiystems ti emphaaiz.e light di-

visions. Iowever, the other four component systems were not eval-
uated for similar than es at the mrne time, increasing the ri~k for

tadditional changes in t e future.
At the request of this Committee, the General Accounting Office

(GAQ] reviewed the status of the ATCCS pFogram. GAO found that
the Army haa not yet fully defined how the com nent systems

rwill operate afl a s stem of systems; and that in ependent over-
2sight, focusing on clays and functional shortfalls in any tiystem,

would reduce the risk thnt the ei ht systems may not be able to be
!)integrated as a total s stem wit out costly rede~ign and retrolit-

tin . GAO also repo
f

d that the AT(XS system would benefit frotn
De ense Acquisition Board review and oversight aa a major defense
acquisition program to assure that AT(X7S works as an integrated
system of systems.

The Army estimates the acquisition cost for the five AT(XX3 fmt-
tlefield cotnmand and control systems and three communications
systems at over $20,000,000,000, which clearly exceeds the
$1,000,000,000 threshold for review as a major defense acquisition
program. As rr result of the GAO repot-t, the Committee directs the
Army to present ATCC!S, as u Hyst~m of ayttems, to the Defense Ac-
quwltion Board [DAB] for review m u major defense acquisition
program. In addition, the Cemmittee directs the Army not to obli-
gate any appropriated fundB for ATCCS component or conlmunicu-
tiorw ~ystema until the DAB reviews and publishes an acquisition
decision memorandum for the integrated ATCCS program. Accord-
ingly, the Committee directs that no f’iral year 1991 funds M ap-

8
pro riated for the fol)owing ATCCS component systims:

SARE(JR tactical command and control system [lJTAC(Z].–
lJTACCS is a theater specific, echelon above corps application of

the Army tactical command and control Bystem. UTA(XX is de-
signed to provide commanders with force status, logistics, and intell-
igence information to eupprwt United States and allied forces in
Europe. it i~ intended to fac~:itate the peacetime tind wurtime co-
ordination of force movement and replacement, host nation su -

7port, caw.wlty reporting, weather, and other functions. As a ICSUt
of the concerns discussed above, the Ckmmittee recommends {he re-
duction of $5,966,000, the amount requested for fiscal yeor 1991
funding, ul]til ATCCS is reviewed as a major defense acquisition
program

A//-Soume analysis system. -’rhe Ccmmittee accepta the ~uthori -
zation committee reduction of $4?,600,000, which is consistent with
this Committee’s interest in realigning the ATCCS program as n
major defenm acquisition probwam.

ikfobile $ubscriber equipment. - Mobile md.wcriber equipment i~ u
new generation of tactical communications, providing telephone-
like service to corps, diviaionrs, and separate brigades. The prob~am
is one of the three ATCCS communication~ ~ystetna. The General
Accounting OffIce has identified $15,000,000 in fiscal year 19!10con-
tract Ravings due to revised economic price adju~tmentti to the
I.msic contrac~ The Committee hae applied these savings to offset
the funds requeeted for fiscal year 1!)91 and recotnmends tile appro-
priation of $14,257,000.

Further, the Committee directs the Army not to obligate tir]y
prior year appropriated funds for the purchase of ATC!C.Sinterstice
packet switches until the AT(XX progmm ig reviewed by the i3e-
fense Acquisilitm Bourd as a tnajor defen~e acqui~ition program

Army data distribution system (A DIAS)--AI)M3 is intended to
provide the Army with a near-real-time, jam-resistunt} secure duta
distribution capability within corps tmd divisioim. ADDS consisk of
two separate systems-the enhanced position location reporting
system [EPLRS] and the joint tactical information distribution
system [JTIDS]. EPLRS rovideN information on friendly troop lo-

[cations and is primarily or forward area air defense and field artil-
lery units ‘i’he Artny plans to use JTIT)S to provide high-rate data
communications to Hawk and Patriot air defense unite and other
high-rate data users and to interoperate with the Air Force and
Allied forces. Consistent with the discussion above, the Committee
recommend the deletion of the $22,184,000 requested for oper.
ational testing and evaluation in fiscal year 1991 until ATCCS has
been reviewed by the Defense Acquisition Botird ua a major defense
acquisition program.
_@2@@X 4D

+
~uktua&dUXK2-’~ly Army ~@~t r-e-

quest Included $19, 00,000 to provide computer lnforrnution proc-
essing services and communictdions in the combat service support
units tit corps and Echelons above corpy. CI’ASC interfaces and OP
erata with ATCCS. The C!mmittee recommends the reduction of
$3,500,000 from the budg.d, request, and the appropriation of
$9,677,000 for fiscal year 1991. The General Accounting Office
found that the computers and peripheral equipment to be rocured

Ewith these funds are the same aa, or functionally compati Ie with,
excess ATj!CS systems that are currently being stored until the
Army can find a use for them. Therefore, the Committee directs
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tile Army to um excess AT(XS equipment t{) t+utisfy the CTASC
computer requirements.

Forwani entry deuice.-The forward entry device is a field conlpo-
I}ent of the advanced field artillery tactical duta system [AFATDS],
one of the five command and control subsystems of A’IXXX. The
Army is currently revising AFATDS requirements and fiscal year
19!)0 funds remain unobligated. The Committee recommends the
deletion of $19,749,000 and directs the Army not to obligate fiscal
year 1990 funds until ATCCS has been reviewed by the Defenm Ac-
quisition Board ae a major defense acquisition program.

Tactical Army combat seruice . compukr ‘ >
[TACSS~].–TACSSCS is an ATCCS ‘~{b%~~tem which su~~~~
~rsonnel, supply, maintenance, medical, ammunition, and trans-
portation applications at various levels. of command down to trattal-
ion. Cmmist.ent with the discussion above, the Committee does not
support continued fielding Uf ATCCS subsystems until the entire
program is reviewed by the Defense Acquisition Uoard as a major
defense acquisition program. Therefore, the Committee recom-
mends that the $15,733,000 requested for fiscal year 1991 be denied.

(X)%MUNICATIONS AND EL.ECTRON1(X EQUIPMIiN”r

Naustar user equipmerrt.-The Navstar global positioning system
[GPS] is a space-based radio navigation system. It is designed to
provide precise, contirtuous, all-weather, global positioning navigri-
tion data for military and civil u8ers. The Army’s budget request
includes $29,383,000 to continue procurement of Navstar GPS 1-
channel and 5-channel receiver setw @ngreas appropriated
$17,021,000 for Navstar user equipment in f%cal year 1990, based
on an anticipated full-rate production decision for ti<hannel sets in
July 1990, The full-rate production decision has been postponed in-
definitely due @ poor test results and the fiscal year 1990 funds
remain unobligated. The Committee recommends a reduction of
$23,209,000 in fiscal year 1991, providing $6,174,000 for the procure-
ment of small, lightweight Cl% receivers to support light forces
under low rates of initial production. I%e full-rate production deci-
sion for one-channel seti is scheduled for the second quarter of
fiscal year 1991.

Eucorn C2wnmund Center. -’I’he Army’s budget request includes
$7,395,000 b upgrade the United States European Gnnmand, Can-
mand Center complex in Germany. Given the changes that have
occurred in Europe, the Committee does not believe continued en-
hancement of a system designed to provide information on the cur-
rent political-military situation in Europe is necessary, and recom-
mends the deletion of the budget request pending Army review of
ite con]rnand and control requirements for the European theater.

Southcom (? upgrade. -’rhe Committee supporti funding for this
program in the “Drug Interdiction” section of this report.

Woridwide military command and contrwl system.-The Commit-
tee recommends that funding requested for fiscal” year 1991,
$20,882,000, The WWMCCS program is discussed at
length in the rocurement, Air Force” section of thiB
report.
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EA(.’ ((}~~]r}i[~n~cat~ons.-l’ke Army requetitcd $24,825,0{)() to p;,)
cure echelons Awe corps communictitiolis, fornlerly known al{ ‘1’ri..
Tat. As di~cuwed previou~ly in this section, the Committee is very
concerned about the Arm ‘s plans for automated tactical command

iand control systems and c anging battlefield requirements. In addi-
tion, $11,000,000 of the $13,000,000 appropriated b t%n~wew in

Jfiscal yetir 1!)90 wa~ rescinded in the Fiscal Year 19 0 Supplemw-
tal Act, further impacting upon program execution. Accordingly,
the C!arnmittee provides no funding for thiti program in fiscal year
199 i, and directs the Army to restructure the EAC program and

I
rovide iti revised acquisition EJtrategy with its fiscal year 1992
udget submission.
Modification of in-service e ui ment (EA C).—The Cmnmittee rec -

lfommenda the deletion of $8 ,6 9,000 requested for a ft~cal year
1991 product improvement plan for EAC communications. Because
the Committee has dirw%ed the Army to restructure the EAC pro
gram, the Committee }UMpostponed the product improvement plun
until the Arm y presents ib revised acquisition strategy with its
fiscal year 1992 budget submission.

General Lkferue Intelligence F3wgram ,—The (bmmittee’s recoll~-
mendation for this program is discussed in the classified annex of’
this report.

A utornated data ~roce-ssing equipment [A DPEJ.—The following
Army ADPE reductions are discussed at length in the “t%rporote
Information Management” section of this report.
Army stnndnrd information apbtn .................... .. ........ .........................
Firmncial mmrmgement au~mation,..,,..,,, ...................... . . .. ......... ..

-$1,886,000
-9,104,OOO

AMC information processing quiplnent .................................................. --8,278,000
.—. —.

Tobl . ......................................................................... – 19,268,000

Special programs.-The Committee’s recommendation for t h is
program is diacuaaed in the classified annex of this report.

OTHER SUPPORT EQUIPMENT

Reconnaissance system lW3C.-The nuclear, biological, chemicu]
reconnaissance system [N BCRS] is sampling, detection and warnin
equi~ment integrated into a high speed, high mobility, armore i
carrier capable of performing NBC reconnaissance on primary, eec-
ondwy, and cros~ountry routeti wherever combat, colnbat sup~)ort,
and combat service Support forces tire depluyed.

The German Government has recelltly announced u dol~ation ot’
60 NBCRS to tile IJnited States in support of the Desert Shield op-
ertitiom Tl)e U.S. Army will accept 50 sytitelns and the Air F’i)rce
has indic[ited a desire for the other 10 systelns. Included with the
Gystcrns are all German NBCRS specific spare parts and re}mir
parts, both initial and sustaining, labor costs to Americanize the
systems and training of DOI) personnel.

The United States Army has now identified a requirement to
sustain training of the soldiers trained by the Germans and to “
train replacement crews. Since the German commitment is to train
only the initial crew&, the United States Army Chemical School
must establish a training course irnmediutely to allow continued
training at Fort McClellan, AL.
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COMMI’ITEIi RECOMMENDED AOJUKT&l JWT8

During its review of the fiscal year 1991 budget, the Committee
found several instancea of funda being requ~kcl when prior-year
funds remaind uncommitted, The Committee’s recommendations
have recognized miwdignment of funds reaultin from delays in
contract uwarde, problems encountered during f envelopment, and
delu s in deliveries of reviousiy funded uantities had created

d i 1pr uction backlogs. In t oae casea where d funding is deleted for
programs whoee prior-yew deliveries continue through f%cal year
1991, the C!ummittee does not intmd that the programs be consid-
ered new EJtarta in fad year 1991, nor that they be considered ter-
minations in fiial year 1990.

COMMJJNICATIONEI AND ELEL~RONlC8 EQUIPMENT

Submurine advanced combat systems.-l%e Navy’s budget re-
quest included $22$,966,000 for submarine advanced combat sy8-
tems. The request included $143,940,000 to build and sup rt an
AN/ BSY-2 software support facility for deployed SSN-21 % awolf
claas submarines The AN/BSY-2 is the sot%ware driven combat
system desigrd sole]

L
for the Seawolf claas. According to informa-

twn provided by the avy, the facility is to be used to su port de-
iploYed SSN-21 eubrnarinea for softwmw maintenance and ata base

lnkgrit .
The L awolf program will not have any deployed m-ibmarine~ in

the fleet weil byond the time of the facility’s scheduled completion
date. Therefore, the Cammittee doea not sup~rt fwal year 1991
fundin for the facility, and recommends the a propriation of

r$85,02/OtM, which provides funding for Trident c aaa AN/BSY-l
Support.

AN/SQR-18 towed army sonar sywkm.-Imt year the Committee
recommended that the Navy use available pro am funds to pro~

rtype m improved vereion of the AN/SQR-I towed array sonar
system. The Navy has followed this direction and the prototypes
are to be teatmi at sea in f~al year 1991. This improved AN/SQR-
18 alsa could provide a towed array capability for other Navy com-
batant which are not going to be outfitted with the AN/SQQ-89
ASW system. The Navy did not request funding in fiscal ear 1991
to militarize. and productionqualify the im roved AN/S~~-18, and

ithe (!ammittee believes that this effort s ould be undertaken in
that fi=al year so the system could be deployed at the earliest
practicable time.

Antisubmarine warfare tipemtions @cility [.4SW0CS]-ASW~
are land-baaed compu”ter prbceaeing centem which receive and proc-
ess flight tapes from P-3 maritime

E
atrol aircrsft after 6urveil-

Iance flights. Information provided y the Navy indicatea that
funds appropriated in fiscal yearn 1%39 and 1990 for the fad time
analyzer sydem were not obligated until September 1990, which
will carry production throu h f~ year 1991. Therefore, the Gm-

$mittee recommends no fun 8 be appropriated for ,fmal ear 1991
hNA VSTA R globai pitioning system user equipment.— e NAV-

STAR GPS program ia iJ joint Air Force, Army, and Navy rogram
Rwith the Air Force designated aa the executive eervice. T c Com-

mit~e recommen~ that no fun&+ be appropriated for user quip-

1

I meat in fkul year 1991, due to indefinite prugrurn tating delnys.
Further diacuasion of the NAV$TAR GPS user equipment program
is found in the “other Procurement, Air Force” section of this .

I
report.

Striiteglc hi tfirm support.-l%e d rntegic platform support pro-
igram provi es electronics equipment for in~tallation aboard ~hips

and in the Trident. training and refit facilities, us well as other ‘l’ri-
dent Bhore facilities. Funding for ulteratimm, nmdifications, and
various ot her Bupport equipment i~ also included in thb progroill.
In April 1990, the Chief of Navy Operutioos deleted the require
tnent for AN/ BQS-24 ~onar system upgradea Therefore, the Coin-
mittee recommendation of $137,651,000 for tiscal ear 1991 does not
include the $10, X.WOOOrequested for the AN/BQ~-24.

Relocatable over-the-horizon radar. —The relocatable over-~h~-llo
rimn radar is a shorsbased high-frequency radar consisting of Mep-
arate tranmnitter and receiver Bites controlled by an operution~
control center. ‘l’he NtJvy plans to deploy 12 syEJteJrrs worldwide.

“ However, the Navy acknowledge that a radar currently on con-
tract, and scheduled for installation in Guam hus been delayed by
as much tie 2 years for political and environmental remons. There
fore, the Chnmittee accepta the authorization committee’s recom-
mendation to delete the $80,558,000 requested for fiscal yew 1991,
and install the radar already contracted for Guam in Amchitku in-
stead.

PJHWONNEL AND COMMAND SUPPORT ltQUIPMEN’r

Industrial depot maintenance eguipment.—The Fiscal Year 1990
Appropriation Act transferred this program from the naval imlus-
trial fund to “Other procurement, Navy.” The industrial mainte-
nance equipment line budgets for industrial equipment, &uLomoted
data proceaaing equipment and ~ervice% and. minor construction
(expansion) for Navy’s depot-level repair facdlhes, base ser-vwe cen-
tem, research and engineering facilities, and the Military f?w~lift
Command. The Ckmmittee is aware that neither the Aaais~nt Sec-
retary of Defense for Production and Imgistics nor the OSD Con~p-
troller reviewed this appropriation budget request before itti inclu-
Bion in the Navy budget eubmiasion.

The Nuvy requeshd $348:231,000 for fiscal year 1991 10 flJlld

projects in this account. However, almost one-half of fiscal year
1990 fu]lds tippropriated for thti account remain available for obli-
gation.

During its review of the fiscal year 1991 appropriation budget re-
quest, the Committee found that $16,614,000 of the funds requested
are for projects at locations being considered for c)osure. ‘NM Com-
mittee does not support continuing modernization at t}Jese locJJ-
tions until the future of these facilities is decided.

In addition, the C!ommitt@ ia very concerned that $65,300,000, or
19 percent of the request, is for automated data processing and in-
formation management systems which have not been reviewed for .
compliance with DOD life cycle management principles.

The following reductions associated with the corporate inforlnu-
tio~fi~a-g~rn-eri~~iative and computer-aided acquisition and 10
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COMM17WiE RECOMMENDED AIAJUYTMLN~

bfUNITION~AND ASSOCIATED EQUIPMENT

20 mm tmining cartridges. GA reduction of $12,880,000 is recom-
mended for procurement of 20 mm ttuining cartridges. The Air
Farce annually has consumed fewer 20 mm rounds than requeatmj
in its budgets. ID fiscal year 1991, the Air Force budget increases
20 mm training rounds by 50 percent even though Air Force struc-
ture is being significantly reduced. The recommended funding level
mmg-nizes hid.cn-ical underconsumption and freezes 20 mm procure-
ment at f~l year 1990 levels.

MK-82 inert/BDU-50 pmctice bombs.-l’he Air Force annually
has cmnaumed fewer MK-82 practica bomb~ than it requeata. The
maximum number it has ever consumed in 1 year is 46,000 bombs.
Yet the f~ year 1991 budget proposee ta procure 67,704 bombs.
Given historical underconsumption and force structure changee,
the Committee r~mmendation reduces the request to 45,000
bombs. This represents a reduction of $8,000,000 from the budget
l-quest.

BSU-49 ioflatabk retat—dem.-ne ~mnlit~ rWommen& a r~
duction of $4,800,000 for procurement of inflatable retarders. The
recommendation recognizes prog-mm delays and that the request
cannot be executed within the funded delivery period.

GBU-27.—The (%nrnittee recommends an increase of
$39,000,000 b praxre 700 l~r-guided GBU-27 glide bombs. The
GBU-27 is a high-priority wea

r
n that is highly accurate and gives

Air Force tactical forc~ the a ility to attick hnrdened, high value
targeta,

JUK-84 2,(WOpound bomb.-A reduction of $8,354,000 is recom-
mended in recognition of overstd.ed requirernenw. The Air Force
has annually cmsurned fewer MK-84 bombs than it rquesti. The
maximum number of these bombs that ever has been consumed in
1 ear iB 7,464. In fti year 1989, the Air Force’ used only 857
M~-84 bombs. The Committee recommendation allows the Air
Force 10,000 bomb, more than it has ever used annually.

Bi eye chemical weapon.
f

—The (%nmitk recomrnend~ no fund-
ing or the Bigeye chemical weapon. This repreaenta a reduction of
$57,822,000 to the budget requ=t. The administration has cance)ed
this program since aubmi~ion of the budget.

kZE-C71WONICS AND TEL.ECOMMUNICATIONS EQUIPMENT

Tactical air corltrul system improvements-The Cammittee rec-
ommends a reduction of $75,000,000, requeeted for modular control
element [MCE] operational modules, and tranafem fiscal year 1991
funding to Guard and Reserve procurement. In ita revised fiscal
year 1991 authorization conference appeal, the Air Force indicated
that the authorization committee reduction would prevent the Na-
tional Guard Bureau from modernizing over 50 percent of its for-
ward air control posts. The Committee’s recommendation and ap-
propriation of the funds directly into the “Guard and Reseme” ac-
count asaurea the delive~ of 10 MCE BySkmB to the Air National
Guard.

“ 163

stratcgtc A If (Anmard, cwnruun(i and control. -of tiw fLIIld:i I e-

quested for Strategic Air Command, command and control for
fiscal year 19!)1, the Committee recommends the reduction of
$4,200,000, the amount requeHt.ed for ind.allation of Milatur and
Nudet detection Bystenis equipment in communication shcltem.
The authorization committee terminated the Mildar program, and
funding for the Nudet detection system was restructured at the re-
quest of the Air Force. The Committee recommends an appropria-
tion of $64,174,000 to sup rt the remnining rnimion critical sys-
tems of the Strategic Air 8 remand.

Nudet detection system. —Submquent to the budget subrniwion,
the Air Force requested the transfer of $17,625,000 requested for
fiscal yeur 199} from procuretnent to research and development for
nuclear detonation detection system terminal development. The
Committee accepts the Senate Armed Services Cammtttee recom-
mendation to delete fhcal year 1991 prcwrement funds for this
progmm.

Au tomu ted duta recessing equipment [A DPEj.—The Air Force
{reaueated $54,746,0 0 for automated information systems used to

su~port logistics, ‘personnel, command and control, and linancial
resources to conduct ita mission. As discussed in the “Operatiw~
and Mtiintenance” iwction of this report, the Committee etrongly
supports the corporate information mantigement [CIM] initiative
within the Office of the Secretary of Defense [OSflj to improve the
standardization, quality, and consistency of data all~olig tile mllny
DOI) automated information systems.

Accordin~l~. the Committee recommends an nppropriutiun of
$20, W6,00()~ ;ith the following prqpm reductiorm:

(11 M!{ M@kwLq4L4@$
9

!3@u-wk
F?

~—The Air For-cc htis
failed to prowde sufticlent ywti Icatlon for t w program. Therekwe,
the (!ummittee recommends the deletion of f1124~~3equested for— —.— .-.
fiscal ear 1991.

(~) Lg!l!lgl Coa Dt- The (hmmittee does not au port fur-
ther deployment o~th EC-III system at this time. T e Pc-III
system M intended to allow unit<omrnand leve] users access to aJI
existing personnel system at Air Force bases worldwide. The Gen-
eral Accounting OffIce reported that the deployment deei~ion has
twen made even though the system is only partial] developed and

/’tested and haa not aased significant elements o required oper-
ational tests. Given b OD’S poor record of ADP oversight and the
potential for significant cost increases from future system change%
the Committw~Xthe fiscal year 1991 request for .$~,jf)fi,~~
expand deployment of the system.

The following reductions emaciated with the CIM initiative and
computer-aided acquisition and logistics su~port system are dis.
cussed at length in the “Corporate informahon management” sec-
tion of this reporti

~yirernenb data bank.. ........ .. . .. ...... . ..,, -- $2,s46,000

Cllnical and diagnc-stlc ayB@m ............................................... ........ . . -1,084,000
.. —- —

sutJtOllil
.4,030,()+0

,,, ,. .,. . . . . . . . . . . . . . ...’.... ,,,,,.... ..,,,,,,, ..,’
-.

Worldwide militaw command and control system [WWhfCCSj.-
The WWMCW program was restructured in 1989 by the Srxretary
of Defense, with lead office responsibilities transferred from the

+
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Air Force to the Defenw Con~n~unicL~tiolls Agency, subject to the
approval of the Defen~ Acquisition Board. The DAB review has
~n Wtponcxi twice, and has not been redwduled. However, the
servlce~ continue to modernize their systems and procure
WWMCKS equipment under the old prog~arn architecture. Given
the m pm-t neexia of the Joint Staff for reliable plannin~ and o~r-

I’ationa information, the Committee is very concerned wth the low

f{
riorit assigned k the corrective management of this program.
here ore, the (.bmmitke recommeilds ~ fu~~ be appropria~d

k+m untii the revised pmgrrim is rewewed by the DAB,
and requtrementi for all Department of Defense users are reviewed
and vaiidati.

Military Airlift Canrnan4 command and control su port. -The

6
Air Force budget request included .$22, 139,000 for MA command
and control support. Of those funds, $14,307,000” waa requested to
procure Military Airlift Chmnmnd {~AC] ‘~nformatlon procemings stern hurdware. Baaed on information provided by the Air Force,
it e Chntnittie believes this r uest is premature in the absence of

7a software baseline. Software envelopment requirement were ini-
tially undereatima~, resulting in a Wnonth schedule slip und a
high level uf development risk to the Government. Accordingly, the
Committee denies the funds requeeted for the hardware p[m-.re
ment, and recommends the tippropriatiorl of $7,832,000 for t%cal
year 1991 MAC auppor-t.

Ran e im mveGnfg,— The Air Force budget request included
$66,26$,000 ~r range improvernen~. Given the availability of prior.
year funds for the unmanned threat emitier und mini-muhs pro-

I
ra rns, the Comrnitttje recommends the appropriation of
30,172,000 for Air Force training range ‘improvement.
Base kvel data automation.-The Air Force requesw

$22,109,ooO in fire] ear 1991 fundin for ba~ level da~ automa.
tion, including k,000 to procure ardware for the base .ge~~ti
AWIIIgD~@% svstem. ‘l’he General Accounting office repo~ that
althou h this pro~am exceeds the threshold review levels of both

5~ the O D and Am Force major automated information system
review commit~e, neither has reviewed thi~ program for system
design or engineering development. This Commit@ will not rwp-

port deployment of any automated data processing system which
violates section 8026 of this repot-t. Therefore, the (.l!ammittee di-
rects no funda be appropriated for the bam combat ammunition
sys@m, and recommenh the appropriation of $11,257,000 for re-
maining baae level data automation rogrumtj.

YU.S. Transportation &nintanri [[ STRANSCOhl]. –-Tl)e Ccmlmit-
tee recotnmend6 the appropriation of $15,619,000, the amount re-
quested to procure hardware to establish the USTRANSCOM Com-
puter Operations Center as a distinct site in the Worldwide com
mand and control s s@m information network. The Committee di-
recb USTRANSCO~ not to obligate any appro rinted funds for

(f’this program until the Defense Acquisition Boar approve~ “the re-
structured WWM(_X.S program, discussed e)sewhere in this section.

Milstar.=The &mrnit& concum wjth the Senate Armed &rv-
ices C@mmtttee’B termination of the Mihrtar command and control
satelhte program, and, therefore, directs no funds be appropriated
for fiscal year 1991.
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hfin~r)~u))l essential comrnun;cution network .-Ttle Senate Arli)iy(! .
service~ Gmmittee directed the I)epartment of Defense to l~alt all
activities associated with construction and outfitting of the next
phase of deployment of the minimum eas~ntial communica}ion,s
network. The Air Force has asked the National Academy oi Sci-
ence~ to conduct a study of the health effects of electroma~letic rti-
dirition from the nodes of this communications s~stem. The G~m-
mittee agrees with the authorization committee ~ riirectlon and,
therefore, appropriates no funds for fiscal year 1991.

Spares and repair parts. —The Committee recommends the appro-

priation of $109,377,000, a reduction of $30,462,000 from the fiscal
yeur 1991 budget request. Funds requested for Caribbean basin

radar network epare parts ($3,256,000) are transfe~red to the “Drug
interdiction aid counterdrug activitieti, defense

fiecti(m of this

report. Spares and repair parts funding reques@d for the Milst/ir
prograrll ($27,206,000)” ore deleted.

Comnlunicafion and electronics class IV nlodificcltauris - {~lii~y I\;
modifications are conjuration changes of io-semice systems and
equipment which correct operutionai deficiencies but do not ?dd ‘r.
delete capability. ‘1’he timmittee recommends the reduction of
$752,000 requested for the unmanned threot emitter [UNITE] disk
drive replacement. The UMTE research and development prograln

has slipped a year and is being restructured, The ~!rnrnittee ~ec-
ommends tlw appropriation of $18,119,000 for rematn)ng modll}ca-
tjon requiremvllb.

OTiiER BASE MAINTENANCE AND SUPPORT EQUIPMEN’I

Asset capitalization program .—The fiscal year 1990 Appropria-

tion Act transferred the asset capitalization progran) from {Iw “()~-
erution and maintenance” account and appropriated It as Industrl.
a)/depot nltiintenance equipment in the .“Other pro~~~renl~ntt

Air

Force” account. The funds were upproprlated for equipment lten~s
and minor construction projects applicable to the Air Force Logis-
tics Command’s maintenance organizations. The Committee dire~ts
the Air Force to accurately reflect the fiscal yeur 199!! appropria-
tion act Itinguage in its “Other procurement, Air Force accounL by

retitling the as%t capitaliwtion program as the industrial/del~ot
maintenance equipment Program.

‘l’he Air Force requested $77,728,000 for fiscul year ,19! 1 10 fund
equipment and services support for Air Force @@!cs Ctmter
equipnlent and maintenance activities. ‘l’he Committee is vfry ,cgn-
cerned that this line item is becoming a

wwh llst for unjustified

projects which htive not been reviewed by the Assistant Secretary
of Defense for Production and Logistics or the (X3D Comptroller. As
a result of its review of the materials submitted by the Air Force,
and work conducted by the General Accounting Office, the Com-
mittee Iecornmends the deletion of $37,000$)00 requested for Ihe
depot maintenance management information system [l) MLllS].

This reduction is discussed at length in the “Cor@rutc ln~rm~tion
Managemeilt” section of this report. Accordingly, the Conlnllttee
recommends the appropriation of $40,728,000 for industrial/depot

maihten~lnce equipment.
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Air bu.se o~mbillty.—The Air Force reqt.reeted $11,084,000 for air
baae operabdit in fml year 1991, including $6,118,000 for a con-

rtin ency airtle d lighting B etern. According to information provid-
7ed %y the Air Force, deve opment testing of the airfield lighting

~ystem haa been deh.iyed 13 months becauae of user+ hanged ra-
quirernenta. Given the program delays, the Committee does not
support rocurement of the system prior to the completion of teet-

}ing and aa provided no fwal year 1991 funding. The (!-ommittee
recommends the appropriation of $4,966,000 for remaining air base
r
7’

uirementa.
actical sheltem. -The Committee rccommendE that the

$3,8-40,000 rqueetd for special operations forces tactical she}tem
for f=] ear 1991 be deleted. Fiscal year 1990 funds remuin avail-

1able for o ligation through fiscal year 19!ll. The Air Force ie direct-
ed to tranafer this procurement ttem lo “Special operations force8
in Procurement, Defense agenci~” for the fiscal year 1992 budget
eubmiaaion.

F%oductivity inuestmenfs.-l%e Air Force bud et request includ-
Red $14,069,000 for roductivity investments. Oft ose funds, the Air

fForce requested $ ,451,000 for a Strategic Air Command electronic
warfare t.eatin~ capability project, and $264,000 for the Trifood
computer a stem for Tactical Air C!ommand bases. The Committee

rdoee not be ieve the “Productivity invedment” account ia an appro-
priate vehicle for funding projects such as the electronic testing fa-
cility, which have not received mdlicient priority for funding
within their host command, and would a pear more ap ropriately

Y 8budge&d within the “Research arid deve opment” ~ ] account.
If this projtwt is an Air Fores funding priority, it should be budg-
eted and justified in the R&D bud et materials for fiscal year 1992,
where it will be reviewed aa an d D project, and not as an invest-
ment project.

The Committee also recmnmenda the deletion of fundg requested
for the Trifood computer system. According to information provid-
ed by the Defense Mdical Su port Activity Program OffIce in

fOSD, no further de loyment o the I’rifood computer system is
Ianned until full

f’]
&r&E of the corn

P
ite health care system

CHCS is com Ieted. Further, the Air orce is directed to submit
rfrdl future fun ing requeeh for CHCS-related systims through the

OSD Defense Medical Su port Activity Program Office for coordi-
nation and review. The d remittee recommends the appropriation
of $5,354,000 for remaining productivity investment projects.

OTHEFt AOJUSTMENTZ3

The Committee recommends the following other adjustment.
Ar@atmenta b classified programtr are discuaml in the chiaaified
anne~ h this report.

weak c4ra-nti2n/t&uist.,,. . ..,.,,,,,,,,...,, 49.696 45,196 – 4,500
htd@idia& ,,, .,, 81566 19,)11 - l,&29

167
.

—-. — — ——--—.–.- _—-. . .——
Cj-qt I,un

t@:l

. . . . _.. —— _-. —... —-._. . .- .— .—— —

$ddal X1l’dcr 5154,135 ~,lil,m 21?600
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12,465 12465
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CAPmnmimatms
500 t 500
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——

PROCUiiEMENT, DEFENSE AGENCIEY

Appropri~li~ns, 1990,. .,,., . ...... .. ..... ........... . ... . .,.
$1.281,013,000

Budge! e8Limak. 1991 ... ... .................................... . ....... .............
1,969,400,000

timmlttee recommendation ............................... ........................................ 1,913,846,000

The (%mmittee recornmenda an appropriation of $1,913,846,000, a
reduction of $55,554,000 b the amended budget estimate.

This appropriation provides for prwurement of capital equip-
ment for the Defense timmunicatione Agency, the Defense Inve~ti-
gative Service, the Defense Mapping Agency, the Defense Logistics
Agency, and other agenciee of the Department of Defense. The 19?1
program includes procurement of automatic data processing equjp
ment, mechanized material handling sys,tem.s, general and special
purpose vehicular equipment, communications equlpmen@ and
other itima.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDED PR~14AM

The following table details the Ckmlmit tee reconlrnt)r]dl]( iollti ill
comparison to the anler~dd budget request:
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DEFENSE l-LwISTICYAGENCY

Mechanized materiel handling sysierT~.-1r~forn)ation provld~ by

the Defense Logistics A ency {DLA] inrticutes that funds requested
[for the consolidated pac ing warehouse contruct will not be award-

ed until fiscal year 1992. Therefore, the (%mmittee has adjusted its
recommendation for fiscal year I!M1 to $29,285,000, for improve
ments and ~yd.erns which assist in materiel procewing

Automated data processing equipment [A DPE}-—DLA requested
$62,657,000 for automated information systems to sup rt logistics

rmanagement and support functions. Subsequently, 0 I) began its
co r

r
rate information management [CIMj initiative to atindrtrdi~

an consolidate data among DOD automated information systems.
As discussed elsewhere in this reptmt, the Cmnmittee strongly sup
porta the Department’s CIM initiative, and believes that continual
lnv~tment in new s sterna or expanding existit~g systems while the “

fDepartment is deve oping standard systems is duplicative and un-
warranted. The following table rovides the C!ommittee’s recom-

{mendution for the reduction of 33,775,000 from ClM-related eye-
t.emw -.
Sbndard aubmnted m~brA management system immmtiak im.

proverrrent initiative .................................................................................
CXakqt@ tool on.lhe ................................................................................. -$14,000,006

Engineering data iaarmgement information and control system.,
-6,500,0cra

– 13,275,006

subtotal..... ............................................... .... . ..... ........ - 33.775,0Q0
Accordingly, the Committee recommends the appropriation of

$28,882,000 for remaining DLA ADPE pr’ograms. Reductlona associ-
ated with the CIM initiative are discussed at length in the CIM sec-
tion of thie report.

OFFICK OF THE SECRhYARY OF DEFENSE

Joint Simulation Progmm Office,-The Committee recommends
supporting the Senate Armed Services initiative to establish an
OffIce of the Secretary of Defense [OSD] level joint pro am office

Ffor simulation to coordinate 8imu)ation policy, to esta !ish inter-
oprability Mandarda and protocols, to prom@e simulation within
the military departrnenta, tmd b etrtablitih guidelines and objectives
for coordination simulation, war aming, and training.

f‘I”he Committee, however, furt er recommends that the control of
funding for aimultition technology should be controlled by the joint
program office for simulation. Currently, each service has rt central
program oftlce for simulation policies, research and development,
and procurement. The C-ommiti%e believes that much of what each
of these individual oflica do on a day-to-day basis is duplicative.
Within the current budgetary environment, tha Department of De-
fense must look ta eliminate redundancies in mwsions and the
Committee strongly believes that simulation technology is a-n ‘area
that can achieve eftlciencies without reducing mkiion capabilities.

To this end, the CommitWe recommends appropriating
$75,000,000 to su port the Senate Armed Services CommitteeJa nu-

[thorizatior-m for t e distributed warfightin simulation system, dis-
tributed simulation capabilities for the 3 avy Reserve, the est.ab-
liahment of 8 joint piogram office for simulatmtl, and the riistrih!lt-

~—.. ... . . . .
the new o

--- . .
simw
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ed tr-uiiling system for Reserve componenb. While thiB i~ Iew ttwn
the total amounta authorized, the Cmnmittee beiieves this first-
year funding, under the direct control of the joint program ofiice, i~
a sufficient first effort. ‘I%e Committie will look to the Depar-tment
to revise their fiscal year 199} budget request to include funding
for the joint program office and these programs,

To insure streamlining of this mission, the C-unrnitttw directs
that the spaces, both military and civilian, to mm~ the new joint
progrum oflice tiha}l come from spaces transferred frotn each of the
service~ sirnu}ation oftlces. The Committee requests that the Ds-
rrariment. provide each of the defense committees a plan to II13n

[?ice rind a plan by the joint rogram office as to the pri-
$ority of funding of programs authorize by C!Oruqwssfor fisctil ywr

1991.

Y
w~~~ghgalth care mstern.— ‘l%e composik health cure sy~tenl

[Cl~~ is a state-of-th~art, integrated medical information aydem
which the Department of Defense has been developing for its mwii.
ml trcutmerrt facilities worldwide for over 10 yearn, CHCS is de

d to improve the timeliness, avuilabiiit, and quality of P~-
Cf’ti~nt-cure data by replacing the manual an automated reform-

ation systems now sup
Y

rting defense medical treatment thcilities.
The Committee strong y mipporta the CHC!S program and urgcir the
Secretary of Defense to-w MLt3kQ&fJ@@, ~IId PrOgIam
management in the OSD defense medical support rictwnty.

OSD major equipment. —The Committie recommends lh~ hiw
_l$dLfNi#f!!! 0!! from budget reques@ tmbm,itted by the Air Force

#or expanmon of the composite health care ~ystem
[CHm] m.~uefense me@l.~@iw the OSD-level pro-
gram office for CHCS. The Cmnmittee directs the military de )art-

[menta to submit all future funding requests for CHCS-reltite( ap-
plications to the (XH1-CIiCS progrum office for coordination und
review. Details of the rograms transferred from the services are

Ffound in respective AD sections of the services.
mg~.tiormal!on monagmen~.!g~~~qtiue CIM .–l’he CUn]-

+lX+mittee recommends the approprlatmn of $1 d~~l , , an increase
of $18,8] 9,000 to the budget request. The CIM initiative is discussed
at kmgth in the “operation and Maintenance” section of this
report..

Realtime automated pemonnel system.—The Committee directs
the Department to include magnetic stripe technology, an especiai-
1 cost-effective and proven medium, in its planned competition for
it e acquisition of the real-time automated personnel system

[RAPIDS]. The Committee wants to ensure that the Deptirtment
enhances the security and versatility of the new identification
cards by including the magnetic stripe as well aa bar coding tech-
nologies.

SPECIAL OPERATIONS FORCEY

The U.S. Special Operations Gommand [USSOCOM] is the only
operational command within DOD which is directly responsible for
determining. ita own force structure requirements, determining re-
lated tmaterwl requirements, procuring special operations forces-
I;nirrila ati]lir)ment trainine. and dedoving ib Own units.

.
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Industrial
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rep recin ess,

“’(l’’utc’’’Ee,,:;:;:;iY&n::::::::TEC’H].—AB a ready approved by t ~e fu II
recommends transferring the $10,912,00(}” requested by the Defense
Imgidia Agency for manufacturing technology development LO a
new consolidated rogram element under the Buspices 01’ OSI).

J’Similar recommeil et ions are m8de with respect LOthe armed serv-
ices manufacturing technology program elements.

The Committee recommends $170,000,000,” an il}creme of
$18,420,000, to the combined budget request for all these trtins-
ferred progrtim elements. The trm-mfer is intended to increase insti-
tutional support for defense manufacturing technology programs
and to insure better coordination and integration of them pr~
grams. The programs are intended to develop improved processes
for producing more efficiently, and less ~x nsively, the compo-

Pnenta, subs stems, and systems for military p atfornm.
{Within t e fund~ provided for this joint program, the Committee

directs the following mandatory allocations: (a) the budget request
is available only for continuing an effort to enhance lJ.S. manufac-
turing baa capabilities to

f f
reduce precision optics for si hts and

[viauri equipment, os part o the weapons and tracked com at vehi-
cles project transferred from the Army; (b) $2,900,000” is available
only to continue funding a C!xmter of Excellence for Advanced
Flexible Manufacturing Systems, funded through the National
C%mter for Manufacturing Sciences, as part of the industrial pre-
paredness program transferred from the Air Force; (c) $5,000,000 is
tivailable only for a Center of Excellence in (%mposites Manufac-
turing Technology, its transferred from the Navys industrinf pre-
paredness program; (d) 7.3,000,000 is available only for -eject to
transfer to several Navy shipyarrk+ the eleCtrOsliig weld ,nd sur-
facing technology initiated at the Oregon Graduate Institute in
conjunction with Puget Sound Naval Shipyard; and (e) $2,500,000” is
available onl for ongoing efforts to develop manufiwturing tech-

;nologies for t e fabrication of propuhrors I.or submarines and design
and mnnufacturin of lightweight structures for ships and repair of

7valves and catapu t launch systems for aircraft carriers, as trans-
ferred from the Nav .

National &f2nse i esearrh Irrstit u te [NDR1l Ifrst it u [C for lkfcnse
A nalysi.s [IDAj Consolidated DOD software in it iat tve—Softhrare
Engineering Institute [SEI~ i.og~tics Munag,?ment Zn.stitute
/2. AfI/.-As part of ita initiative to eliminate exorbitant growth in
funding for defense federally funded research nnd development
centers [FFRDC’S], the Commitke recommends budget reductions
for the defense agencies four FFRDC’S. The reductions are the
shares each organization should absorb as part of the Committee’s
overall recommendation to return total defense FFRDC funding to
the fiscal year 1987 level, as a@sted for inflation. Fiscal year 1987
was the peak year of defense RDT&E funding during the last
decade.

Full justification and direction for implementing this recomrnen-”
dation is contained in the introduction to the RDT&E section of the
report. Although for accounting pur

K
es, the recommendation is

assessed a ainst defense agencies R
K

&E pro ram elements and
ffunding, t e C%tnmittee intends that the re uctions be applied

agairwt total fiscal year 1991 funding for each of the FFRDC’S. The
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total funding for each organization includes direct appropriations
through RDT&E program elements (in two cases) plus additional .
Defense Department contract funds.

The recommended funding for each FFRDC is: (a) $17,338,000 for
the Rand (’=rp.’s National f)efenae Research Institute, a reduction
of $3,5 S0,000; (N DR1’s total fiscal year funding was requested at
$29,500,000); (N $86,110,000 for the Instituk for ~fense Analy~ist a
reduction of $11,890,000 to the request; (c) $19,770,000 for Lq@cs
Management Institute, a reduction of $2,730,000; and (d)

31,172,000 fog the consolidated ~11 software initititive—software

+M~%~%%%e a ‘edu~tiOn ofl~~~--––—–“~igram.-’~e timm~ttee rwmmen~s
$30,000,000 in a new defense agencies program element ti fund a.
joint Air Force-Navy program to develo enhancements -to the

8AIM-9 Sidewinders short-range missile. uch a consohdatlon al-
ready has been approved by the full Senate. Recommendations m
the Navy and Air Force RDT&E accounts eliminate separate fund-
ing for the duplicative, AIM-9 missile upgrade programs each serv-
ice was requesting fhr fiscal year 1991.

Strote&”c technolo
Y

high performance conlputirtg.-The C!!mn~it-
tee recommends $11 ,!249,000, a net reduction of $92,500,000, w this
program element of several projects in the Defense Advanced R&
search Projects Agency. This recommendation reflects (a) the
transfer of the $108,000,000 requested for DARPA strategic comput-
ing activities to p new high-performance com uting program. ~le-

rment; (b) the transfer of $9,500,000 requeste~ for hlghdefinltion
display technologies to a consolidated program within the integrat-
ed communal and control technology program element; and, (c) the
addition cc $25,0 (}0,000 for the third ear of the DARPA initiative

rin concurrent engineering [DICE]. D CE i~ a manufacturing tech-
nology effort to combine computer-aided techniques and artificial
intelligence to design i i~rovd logistics technologies into products
from their inception.

The Committee recommends $128,000,000 for the new higl~-per-
formance computing pro ram element in DARPA. This amount

%represents an increase of 20,000,000 to the budget request to accel-
erate research in this critical technology. The separati program
element is intended to highlight the importance of DARPAs &trate-
gic computing efforts and to irn rove congressional o~ersight.

EDARPA, a naiional leader in. hlg -performance ,cotnputmg, has
been assimwd a leading role m the country’s high-performance
computini initiative. -

Critical Technology Institute. -As approved by the full Senate,
the Commit tee adds $5,000,000 to the budget for a Critical Technol-
ogy Institute. ‘1’he Institute is intended to assiat the Whik House
OffIce of Science and Technology Policy in planning and impl~
menting develo ment of critical technologies related to national se

icurity and glo al economic cornpetitivenes. The timmit~e ex-

Y
eta that funds for continuing the Critical Technology Institute m

weal year 1992 and later years will be budgeted for outside the De
fense Department.

Strategic environmental research progrum [SERP].—Aa approved
by the full Senate, the Committee recommends adding $200,000,000
to the budget request for a strat@c environmental research pro-

.
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SEC. 8019. Floating storage of petrokum.---bquire~ the Depart-
ment of Defense to use U.S. vessels for floating storage of petrole
um...

SEC. 8020. Humanitarian and :i:uic assistance. -Allows the De-
p~rtment of Defense ta provide CIWCand humanitarian aaaistance;
$15,000,000 made available to the OfTice of Humanitarian Assist-
ance is addressed in the classified annex to this report.

SEC. 8021. Retention to age 60 of Guartf/Resert)e tech n iciuns. -
Aliowe the Army and Air Force t.a retain National Guard and R.e-
eerve technicians until the age of 60.

SEC. 8022. Heaith demanntmtion prq;ects. -provide~ the Depart-
ment with authority to conduct health demonstration projeeta,

Sm. 8023. Eliucational benefits and bonuses. -Allows the Depart-
ment to make contributions for educational benefita for military
members in the combat arms, members who have enlisted for at
least 3 years, and allows continuation of a test program to allow
beneftta for noncombat arms members in a limited number of epe
cialtie8.

SEC. 8024. Thition assistance for the Ready Reserue.–Allows DOD
to pay not more than 75 percent of chargea of pastaecondary educa-
tion for ofllcers in the Ready Reserve of the Army National Guard
and Army Reserve.

SEC. 8025. Organization analyses/contacting out.-– Directs that
no contracting out decision afkcting more than 10 DOD civilitin
employeee can be made without analysis of the most efficient orga-
nization for the activity.

C. 8026. Automated information ~terns /coRzM?& lltXIUliJQIK
3V$ tem.—Prohlb~ta acquisition of major automated information sys-
tems which have not completed overnight reviews required by DOD
regulations. AIM sets a limit of $1,600,000,000 as total life cycle
coat for the compcwite health care system [CHCS] and prohibits fur-
ther deployment of CHCS until full operational teat and evaluation
has been completed at all six CHCS test sites.

SEC. 8027. CL4 ~erue for contingencies. -l%ohibita payment of
salaries b anyone who authorizes transfer of unobligated and deob
ligated appropriations into CIA’S reeerve for contingencies.

SEC. 8028. CIA corMh-uction ptwjects.-AlIows funds appropriated
in the Defense Appropriations Act for CIA construction projects,
which are transferred ta another agency for execution, to remain
available until expended.

Sm. 8029. Auxiliary ntinesweepem.-Allows DOD to charter ships
to be used aa fmxilimy minesweepers.

SW, 8030. CHAMPUS reform initiative /imitaticm.—Limita costs
of CHAMPUS reform initiative to 1987 costs in California and
Hawaii, but allows adjustments for price and program growth.

SEC. 8031. Restrictions on modi/&tions.-Restricts the funding
of modifications for equipment which is planned to be retired w
otherwise diapoeed of within 5 yeara of the completion of “the modi-

.. fkation, except for safety modifications.
SIZC. 8032. program, project, activity definition .—Defines pro

grams, projects, and activities for sequestration calculation under
Gramm-Rudman.Hollings Act.

SEC. 8033. I’ixtxi-price contra@ .-Prohibiti the use of fixed-price
tvoe contracb for research and development programs in exceee of
$10,000,()()0. .

SEC. 8034. Motor uehicks for intelligence activities .-Prohibib
placing monetary limitations on purchase of certain vehicles for in-
telligence activities.

SEC. 8035. Construction o classified military projects. -A1lows
6use of not more than $20,00 ,000 appropriate to the, Army dqtimf

current fiscal year to fund construction of clemnfied mlhtery
projecti in the United Sta@s.

SEC. 8036. Milita~ technician/meciical p+monnel re rogmrn-
m in

f

J—ExcIudes civihan technicia~ and civilian mcxlic per80n-
nel rom sequestration.

SEC. 8037. Znterport cfi~~ervnfiaL--Disallowa use of inter~rt dif-
ferential char~es as an evaluation factor for award of Navy ship
~verhaul cont;acta on the wed coast.

SEC. 8038. CHAMPUS mental health benefit-s. -Limiti inpatient
mental care to 30 da ~ per year and in atient care in a residential

t !treatment center to O days pr year. rohibita +dm~ion of a pa-
tient by a mental heatth care provider b a fac]hty m which the
provider haa an economic interest. Also provides for preauthorti-
tion for inpatient mentaI care, except in emergencioe. Provisions
ma be waived in cases of medical or psychol@wl necemlt~-

2 u. 8039. L.ANDSAT/S~T mrnote sensing data.-~ulr= that

~r~~~fit%%~l’ or S~OT remoti *nBing data
ing A ency be the prima~ action off~ce for pur-

SEC. 8040. Joint auionics.-Provides that designs of the Army LH
helico ter, the Navy advanced tactical aircra% the Air Force ad-
vanc 2 tactical fighter, and any variants of these aircraft, muM in-
corporate joint integrated avionics working group etandard avionics
specifications no latxx than 1998.

SEC. 8041. Pay ruise abso@ion.—Providw for absorption of un-
funded

r
rtion of military pay raisea.

SEC. 042. CHAMPUS reimbumement for active duty. —llequire~
providers of services under CHAMPUS to provide services to active
duty military at CHAMPUS rates.

SEC. 8043. Coast Guard. -Protidea for transfer of $300,000,000 in
DOD funds and in-kind support to the Cm.@ Guard.

SEC. 8044. Stockpile opemtwns. —Provid= the Secretary of De-
fense the authority to uee unobligated balances available in th~ na-
tional defense stockpile transaction fund to finance operational
i-mt.s for the fund.

SEC. 8045. INF trwaty reimbumable expenses. -~lak to expens~s
incurred by the U.S. Government on behalf of the Soviet Union m
monitoring implementation of the INF Treaty. Aleo allows milikry
personnel accompanying

\
the Soviete to be paid sutmistince when

they are in the area oft eir permanent duty station.
SEC, 8046. ~imsu~tin~ seruices.-Redu_ ~D appropriating .to

reflect savinl
--. —-. . .

.-. .-—- gs reeu)ti;g- from decreased uae of consultant. Also

ads a ceiling on funds for procurement of contracted advisory or
assistance ~ervices by the Department.

SEC. 8047. ~uel for families of POW/ML4.-Mlows DOD to pro-
vide transwfition to families of POW’s and MIA’s to an annual
&qting i; the United States.

.
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Pacific region and further grants the President wtiiver huthority in
time of war.

21KLXQl&. ..6wm&.-ifltiatiQA.a~an~t .ini(ii~ti~-PrO
videa $1,000,000,000 for modernization tmd expamjiun of ~ubma~
data proceaainc svatems.

SEC. 8079. S?udies of the tmnsportat mn of chemicu 1 u~eapu.—
Prohibiti funding for preparation of studies to determine the feasi-
bility of removal and tranagwr-tation of chemical weapons etird in
the continental United S&tea,

SEC. 8080. Energy alliance ful reserue. -~tiblishm a petroleum
stockpile in f.erael aa a wartime ener

Y
reserve for the United

Statea. The timmitt.ee believes that Buc a stockpile ia needed to
support the operation and training of U.S. military forces outeide
the NA’N3 area.

Ssc. 8081. (%smfwd anner and report.~Tt& eection providea
that the amounta specified for the specific projects, programs or ac-
tiviti~ that are b be carried out with funde appropriate by this
act and that are eet forth in the claaaified annex are hereby incor-
porated w part of this act. An limitation, requirement, or condi-
tion contained in the claaaifi J annex pertaining to any project,
program or activity k hereby incorporated aa a part of this act.
The clear purpoee and intent of this pro~ion ia to eliminate any
ambiguity or uncertainty as to the bin

‘%
legal effect of theamounte apecifwd and language of the claaai Ied annex to thie act,

which thix report acxmm~i~.—.
Thie act appmpriak ‘funde and qecifiea certain limitation, re-

quirements, and condition on those funds for the National Foreign
Intelligence I%

T
am [NFIP~ relatad intelligence activities in other

agenciea, inclu ing tactical intelligence and relakd programs
m] in DOD and special acceag

ET
ama in DOD. The total of

all these budgets appropriated by t e egielation ia very subet.an-
tial.

In the paat, the ~mmittee pre~red a chmsified annex which
wae intended to provide binding direction on the activiti~ of the
executive branchea for all theee rograms, aa well aa prescribing
specific dollar amounta for them. L ally, the text of the claaaified
annex waa not incorporated into the underlying act, but the prac-
tice of the exemtive branch waa to comply with the directives and
recommendation of the annex. However, recently, and particularly
in the last year, the executive branch hoe taken the position that
the cl~itied annex ia simply a report like any other report iaaued
by the commit- of the (km

r
to accompany legkdation en-

acted by the Ckmgreaa, rather t an law, and that such reporte are
merel edviea~ in nature. (Xmaequently, a number of very impor-
tant /@iaions mcorpora~ in the classified annex to the Depart.
ment Gf Defense Ap ropriations Act for Fiscal Year 1990 were

reither ignored or cha lenged by both the kreta~ of Defense and
the Dir*tor of (kntral Intelligence on the grounds that they were
not legally bound h comply with them. In fact, compliance with a
numtwr of the moat important provisions of the claaaified annex
waa partial, came very late in the year, and only after long delays
and confrontations between all three of the oversight committees
and the executive branch.

The central problem in this situation is that du~ tO the classified
nature of the activities being appkopriati and dwecti, there haa

J
Bim ly not been any Ieg-idation that the claaaified ~nex accompa-

For reaaons of national security, the funding M concealed in
~~neral DOD accounb in the underlyhg DOD appr~lpriation me-
ure, and containa no effective

r
idance for the department and

agenciea concerned. The only ve icle available h- been the claaai-
fied annex itself, which the Congreaa intended to be bindkg and
which the executive branch choee to regard aa a stand~d Comtih
ti report which it could comply with or ignore aa it aaw fi$. we
Commit~ cannot accept any further uncertain over the bmd?n${efkct of Its decisions affecting such large sums o mo+ney ~d actwl-
ties ao vital and, in some casea, controvemiai. Thue, It behevea that
it haa no choice but to incorporate the provisiom of the clamifid
annex into the statutiry language, thereby making the annex law,
and k expbin its decisions in the Iegialation throu h a separate
chwaified report accompanying the legislation. To d ow the prac-

tice of the executive branch to continue would, in effect, be aaaenh
ing to a de facto line-item veto authority on the part of the execu-
tive branch over the entirety of the intelligence ma~ ~d s,Ps-~
cial accma programs engaged in by the United ta~, a eweepm
atxiication of authority of the Congr- in areea whmh are centr

3

and critical to the national security of the United States. The Com-
mittee can no longer accept the con uencea of the ex~uti!e

branch’s practice in this area and haa 2 en the nece~ry S*P in

the context of this legislation to remove any amb!gulty ae to the
legally bindin nature of the provhiolts of the chuwfied annex.

!WIMe the c aaaified annex cannot be debated in open scaaion, it
will be deemed to be paaaed concurrently and aa an integral part of
the unciaasified Defense A propriations Act and will be r~nti

! $
together with the unclaasi WI portion of the bill to the r~ldent.
They will be enacted, vetoed, or fail of enactment ae one p:ece of
legislation.

The Committee has prepared a classified re rt to. :Iarify t~eTmeaning of the provtiions of the bill and to prov de addltlond guid-
ance which the Committee expeda the executive br~ch to r~ard
aa authoritative and to be followed in good faith + lt should m re-
spect to congreesionaI repoti accompanfi? all 1

7
lation.

SEC. 8082. Civil Air Patrol.— Makes avaflabie 5,100,000 for the

Civil Air Patrol and; in addition, of funw apppptited f?r .d~.g
interdiction not lees than $1,000,000 ia to be avrulable for CIVd Am
Patrol dru interdiction and surveWmce activities.

ISEC. 808 Inter-Ametia Atr Forces Academy.-Permiti the Air
Force to opera~ the Inter-ketiu Air Forma Academy, mth cer-
tain redrictions.

Site. 8084. WC-lYO hutiam rvconnabunce aircmfl.-~e Com-
mittee haa included bill la!! age directing no fun& a propriati

?’under this act be used for t e tranafer, deactivati~n,
&eat.ablkh-

men~ reduction, or convemion of the WG130 hurr~cane re$onn~
aance aircra% support strutium or ~raonnel from the Am Force
Reserve. The Commit& fm~ it neceaaary to reaftlrm its strong
support for the WC-130 miamon in the face of repeated at~mpti by
the Air Force, since fuwal year 1987, to discontinue the program.
Laat ye~r, agaimt the dirdion of the Cxm~, as expti m

,


